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Two Letters to a Friend. 


Sir, 


Saasssgank high cſteem I have of your Abilities, 
n 2 F "IT Fidelity, has encouraged me 
r 1 to ſend You the following Sheets ( which 

Aare a Collection of Arguments extracted from 


A different Authors for the Benefit of ſuch as 


89838 cannot purchaſe the Originals;) to be com- 
municated to the Publick if you think they deſerve it. What 


occaſioned you this trouble was the Appearance of a Pamphlet 
in Print entitled the Divine Right of e Ordination 


and Government conſidered, &. 
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the People. 


| | 1 

So unexpected a Piece coming in my way, and Publiſh'd in 
New - England, ( where according to their Platform of Church 
Diſcipline, the Election of the Church, and a Compliance with, 
and an Acceptance of that Election by a Perſon coming under 
a Seperation, is that wherein lies the Eſſence of his Call to 
Miniſter unto that particular Church.) You may very juſtly 
conclude, excited a Curioſity in me to examine the Contents. 
An entire Subverſion of the Platform might (for ought I knew 
have been the Authors Intention : But when once the Curtain 
was drawn, and by a peruſal of the Book the Scheme within 
became viſible and open; that expectation immediately vaniſhed- 


Error hath fo foul and ugly a Complexion, that it makes 
it need and covet a Vizor to hide its Deformity, and can only 
be ſet forth by falſe and artificial Colours; the People are to 
be lull'd into an undiſturbed ſecurity, and the Errors of the 


Conventicle diſguiſed. 


It is an obvious Truth, that no Man or number of Men 


conſidered as ſuch, can any more Commiſſion a Perſon to Of- 


ficiate in Cur1sT's Name, as ſuch, than he can add a New 
Sacrament for the Conveyance of Spiritual Advantages. The 
Miniſters of Cur1sT are as much poſitive Ordinances as the 
Sacraments ; and it would be as reaſonably concluded that Sa- 
craments uninſtituted by him might convey Grace, as that men 


ſhould paſs for His Miniſters 'S any Authority from him. 
d becauſe an Authoritatiye 


Or this our Author is aware; 


n to act in CurisT's Name is not in the Peoples 


Power to grant, a Divine Commiſſion muſt be pretended, (in 
direct oppoſition to their own Diſcipline ) to ſupport a Babel of 
their own Invention. With ſuch untempered Mortar do the 
Architects of Schiſm build, laying Hay and Stubble upon the 
Foundation of Chriflzanity,, al at once ke pecking Gov, and ing 


Coviy 


} 


(3) 
Coro Confidence carry the cauſe for our Antagoniſts, they 
are Maſters at it, and have that Property to Perfection. Sel- 
dom has it failed to accompany inveterate ERROR, when for- 
med into Principle, and confirmed by Practice. Surprizing it 
is to ſee with what an Air the Publiſher to the Reader peremp- 
torily determines ; as if abſolute Certainty, and Infallibiliry it 
ſelf, was on their fide. But if their Fortreſs be really impreg- 
nable, why are we diſcouraged from making any Attempts a- 
gainſt it ? Our ill ſucceſs muſt undoubtedly tend to their ad- 
vantage. But neither [ © The critical Inſpection of very ca- 
« pable Judges who have declared their opinton, that there is 
* no Occaſion to ſuſpect the preſent Publication of an unequal 
« or partial Management ] nor the Pabliſher's Prologue of 
Prejudication ſhall prevent my Animadverſions on this very e- 
laborate and highly recommended Treatiſe. Arguments are not 
to be meaſured by the Vogue of Parties; all Lovers of Truth 
are willing to hear both ſides impartially; and I deſpair not 
of convincing every unprejudiced Reader that this Author has 
not naturally repreſented the arguings of both Parties, nor ſef 
things in their genuine Light ; as the Publiſher raſhly r 
aſſerts. | 


Hz denne the Attack with an endeavour to prejudiee the 
unwary Reader, by branding a Church remarkable for her In- 
dulgence to Diſſenters of all Denominations, with the harefu} 
name of Perſecution: this he roundly aſſerts, but unauthorized 
aſſertions deſerve no Confutation. 


Is it not however, aſtoniſhing, that any conſiderate Man ſhould 
furniſh his Adverfary with a weapon, wherewith to diſpatch 
- himſelf ? This our Author has effectually done. For has not 
New-England been notorious for her Barbarities and cruel Per- 
| fecutions ? Does ſhe not ſtill continue to Perſecute honeſt and 
well-meaning Chriftians, Members of the oF by roly- 


(4) Ws 
bing them of their Eſtates towards the Support of Schiſmatical 
Teachers ? and does ſhe not yearly impriſon their Bodys for 
refuſing to comply with her wicked and unjuſt Demands ? 


Again, IT will not I hope be impertinent to ask ; ( ſuppoſi ing 
the truth of the aforeſaid Allggation ) if the Difſenters ever did 
ſuffer ſuch Perſecution from the Church of England, as ſhe has 
ſuffered from them ? has ſhe not by their means been forced 
to drink the very Dregs of their animoſi ity, whilſt like the 
Children of Edem in the Day of her Calamity, they cry'd, 
down with her, down with her, even to the Ground, Epiſco- 
pacy they aboliſhed, Murdered two Arch-Biſhops, defaced, a- 
buſed, demoliſhed Churches, the Clergy many thouſands in 
Number, they impriſon'd, plundered, ejected and forced them 
with their Families to wander about in Cold and Nakedneſs 
in Dens and Caves of the Earth, being deſtitute, afflicted, tor- 
| mented, of whom the World was not worthy, whoſe ſaf. 
ferings therefore, muſt entitle them to the Character of the 
true Church? Let the World judge, if J have not fairly de- 
tected this Gentleman's Partiality, or Ignorance, at his firſt 
ſetting out. | | 

Tr1s Gentleman © has many Objections againſt our Ceremo- 
« nies, eſpecially againſt Impoſitions, and making ſuch Terms 
« of Communion, as Chriſt never made. Theſe Objections out 
of his conſummate Wiſdom he is pleaſed to conceal, and it 
might poſſibly have been as much to his, and the worlds ad- 
vantage had he concealed his whole Book, or nevet given him; 


ſelf the trouble to write it. 


CzrxrmoNnias and Impoſitions are words of direful Import; 
theſe feigned and imaginary Scarecrows muſt be continually 
buzz'd in the Ears of the People to fright” them from the Com- 
munion of the Church, and the cauſe deſerted in Point of 
argument, muſt now be upheld by artifice, But what ate thoſs 
Law 


| Cs) 

Laws he fixes this odious Brand upon, and calls by the Niet 
name of Impoſitions? Why, they the good Orders and Con- 
ſtitution of the Church, appointed only for the external Re- 
verence and Decency of Divine Worſhip. And as the firſt E- 
nemies of Chriſtianity arrayed the antient Chriſtians in Bear- 
skins and Goat-skins, that they might be the more worried, 
and baited *by the multitude ; So have the Diſſenters from our 
Church affixed this vile title to wholeſome Laws, in order to 
render them moͤre hated and abhorred by the People. And 
though abundantly eriough hath been written by our own and 
Foreign Divines, to remove this Imputation, yet the Cry muſt 

till go on, to continue and propagate the Schiſm, 


1 We are next, to examine the Gentleman's Reaſons for choo- 
ſing Ordination by a Presbytery, rather than by a Dioceſan 
| Mikron © ; 


| © Now one Reaſan of his opinion is, (he tells us) becauſe 
« our Lord Jeſus Chriſt has inhibited all Dominion and Su- | 
J premacy among the Miniſters of the Goſpel over one another. 
And again, © That all Miniſters are forbidden to exerciſe 
Lordſhip over God's Heritage, 1 Pet. 5. 3. Now the Lording 
it over God's Heritage is expreſly diſcharged, and all the 
Biſhops of the World, (except the Pope) do diſtlaim it. And 
et the Power and Authority of the Rulers of God's Church 
is expreſly aſſerted in the aforcſaid Text of St. Peter, Eph. 5- 2. 
ho* not ſuch a Dominion as was exerciſed by ſecular Rulers, 
by Force, and for filthy Lucre's fake ; and the whole Chapter 
s an Exhortation to the Spiritual Guides and Governours of 
he Church, to diſcharge their Duties faithfully in feeding and 
ling the Flock of God committed to them. And again, 
Obedience to Spiritual Rulers is commanded ; Heb, 13. 7, & 17, 
Remember them which have the Rule over you, S, Obey 
vem which have the Rule over you, and ſubmit your ſelyes- 
t. Paul deglines not his Authority, when writing to Philemon 


60 


a Miniſter of the Goſpel,he tells him, tho I might be mach bold 
in Chriſt to enjoin thee, that which is convenient; yef for Loves 
ſake, I rather beſeech thee. The ſame St. Paul did not Lord it 
over the Corinthians, when he aſſerted his Power and Autho. 

rity, and acquainted them of his having in # Readineſs to re- 
venge all Difobedience, 2 Gy. 10. 6. Neither did St. John Lord 
it, when complaining of Diotrephes, he ſays, wherefore if I come, 
1 will remember his Deeds, which he doth, prating againſt 1 us 
with malicious words, 3 Fohn 10. Timothy's was no Arbitrary 
Authority, and yet he was to Command and Charge the Pref- 
byters of the Church of Epbeſus to Preach Sound Doctrine; to 
judge, correct, and cenſure Offenders, even Presbyters, and to 


Ordain Faithful Men to the higher and lower Offices of the 


Miniftry, The Power and Authority therefore of our Biſhops; 
who are the true Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, is falſly ſuggeſted 


to be Lordmg it over God's Heritage. They have Enacted no 
Laws of their own that exceed their Commiſſion, and the A. 


poſtolical Rule, of having all things done decently and in order“ 


In a Word, there is nothing en oĩned by them contrary to the | 
Word of God, or to Sound Doctrine: and as for thoſe Privi- 
ledges and Immunities, thoſe ſecular Honors and Revenues | 
which the Biſhops enjoy; they are derived from the Bounty of 


Kings, and particular Perſons, and from the Laws of the Land, 


and it is acknowledged and confeſſed, that a Man may be a ? | 
Biſnop withour them. But then we fay, that neither the Col- 


lation, nor continuance of thofe Priviledges, and Immunities, 
thoſe fecular Honours and Revenues are e Seripture. 


Bor the Engliſh Biſhops [ © take froh the People their Na- 

4 tural Right of committing their moſt Important Affairs to one | 
cx they can approve ;- and this we are told, is a Eordſhip tho 
« Apoftles themfelves would not uſe, in ſupplying the Vacancy. | 
made by the Death of Judas, AR. 1. 15, 22. and in the E- 
0 . of Deacons, Act. 6. 3, 5 in both whiely caſes the Suf- 
« frage 


171 


& frage of the Brethren was called for] This Gentleman would 
do well to conſider that we are not now in a State of Nature, 
but of Grace; and he would find it perhaps no eaſie task to 
deſcribe his State of Nature, and what particular Powers Men 
in that ſuppoſed ſtate have juſt Claim to. But according to the 
account of this matter in the Place cited, it is impoſſible that 
any ſuch thing ſhould be here intended, as the chuſing the A- 
poſtle Matthias by the Suffrages of the Laity. For (1f) it is 
manifeſt, here was no thought of Voting, becauſe upon that ſup- 
poſition there can be no Place for Lots; and the Prayer uſed 
is altogether improper, were this matter to be determined by a 
Majority of Votes. Again, the proper time for Voting had been 


before the Lots were caſt ; and it ſounds odd to talk of Voting 
after God Almighty had been invoked. Tt looks abſurd, firſt, 
| to draw Lots in the Preſence of Almighty God, and pray him 
| to indicate whom he hath choſen, and after God's Will is made 


known in Favour of Matthias, then to Vote whether he ſhall 
be the Man or no. 


Bur I eam ſee the conſiſtency of the Peoples Election of 4 
Perſon to the Apoſileſhip, with this Author's own Principles. 


Fox (1ſt) the utmoſt he contends for ( I preſume ) in the 


| Lasity is a right in every Congregation to Appoint or Ordain 
their own Minifter. But his Argument drawn from this Place 
of Scripture, if it proves this right for which it is alledged» 
| will likewiſe prove a right in one Congregation to chuſe and ap- 


point the Perſon who ſhall Govern and Teach in any other, as 
he himſelf ſhall think fit, all over the Chriſtian World ; for 
ſich a Power belonged to an Apoſtle. Now this right of E- 
lecting aſcribed to every Congregation, is quite overturned by 
this Argument, which pleads for a right in the Laity aſſembled 
with the Apoſtles at Jeruſalem, to impoſe a Governour & Teacher 
upon all other Chriſtians which then were, or ſhould afterwards 
be ; but their Powes could extend no farther than themſelves ; 

3 2 whereas 


Ces) 
whereas the Commiſſion of an Apoſtle reached farther than 
thoſe already Converted, even to the whole World ; and con- 


ſequently they cannot be ſuppoſed to have any right of confer- 
ring a Commiſſion on ſuch an Officer as this. 


ANp as to the Election of "RY it doth not at all ap- 


pear, that the Apoſtles accounted this a Priviledge of the Peo- 
ple, but the contrary ; becauſe the People claimed no ſuch 
right, but did it in Obedience to the Apoſtles : the number is 


determined by the Apoſtles, and altho' the Nomination of Per- 


ſons is put upon the People, the right of appointing them to 
that Office is reſerved to themſelves. Look ye out among you 
Seven Men of Honeſt Report whom We may appoint over this 
Buſineſs, Act. 6. 3. which accordingly they did at the 6th ver. 
not accounting the Nomination of the People ſufficient, when 


they were to do ſomething farther. And conſiſtent with this | 
Apoſtolical Practice, is the practice of the Church of England. 


2 
[TS 


I ſhall take leave before 1 conclude this Head, to offer 1: 
ſomething to the ſerious Conſideration of thoſe Perſons, who 
appear ſo fond of the Right of the Laity. *Tis this; That tho- 


they want ſuch Precedents as may ſupport it, yet there are two 
Precedents, which are a ſtrong e againft it. 


Wir all know, That the Rebellion of Grab and his Com- 1 


pany was occaſioned by Aaron's having the High-Prieſthood 
conferred on him, which Corah endeavoured to obtain for him- 


ſelf, by that popular Tumult. Now Foſephus tells us, Antiquit' 
Judaic. lib. 4. cap. 2. pag. 103. Colon, 1691. that the Pretence | 


of Crab and his Company was, that Apſes had injur'd the 
Congregation, by conferring the Prieſthood on Aaron without 
the Peoples choice. I confeſs the ſacred Text does not expreſly 
fay thus much; tho' it manifeſtly favours, or rather implies 
this account of the matter. For how could Grab ſeek 


tor the * (as it n he did, from Numb. 14 
35 8, 97 , 


han 
on- 


er- 


ap- 


eo- 
ich 


r is 


er- | 


ou 


fer 
;ho 7 


(9) 

35 8, 9, 10, 11.) by che aſſiſtance of the People in oppoſition 
to Moſes, if he did not expect it from his Intereſt in the Peo- 
ple, and hope to be choſen by them ? This is the only Fact 
1 can remember, fince the very firſt Foundation of the Jewiſh 
Diſpenſation down to our Saviour's Erection of the Chriſtian 
Church, which has any appearance of the Peoples claiming a 
Right to chuſe their Prieſts. And how much Credit it will give 
to their Cauſe, let our Adverſaries themſelyes determine. 


Tux ot her Precedent or rather Prediction i is under the Goſ- 


pel Difpenſation. St. Paul tells Timothy, that the time will come, 


when they will not endure ſound. Doctrine; but after their own 
Luſts, ſhall they heap to themſelves Teachers, having itching 
Ears. And they ſhall turn away their Ears from the Truth, 
and ſhall be turn'd into Fables, 2 Tim. 4. 3, 4 Tis plain there- 
fore, that the Perſons here ſpoken of, did actually chuſe their 


oven particular Paſtors ; and *tis the only Inſtance of iis hint 
in the Apoſtolica) times, or even in ſome following (and thoſe 


the pureſt ) Centuries. But what ſort of Perſons were they, who 
firſt began to exerciſe this pretended right? Why, they were 
ſuch as would not endure Sound Doctrine, ſuch as had itching 


| Ears, ſuch as turned away their Ears from the Truth, and turned 
into Fables. And what fort of Paſtors did they chuſe for them- 


ſelves ? Why, Paſtors like themſelves, after their own Luft. 
A fad Example ! But our Adverſaries have no other or better 
Batterns ! Could the Allotment or Impoſition of Paſtors with- 
gut the chojce of their Flocks, be traced to ſuch an Original, 
how unmercifully would our Adverſaries triumph over us? 


Bur it is repreſented as another great Crime againſt us, that 
we don't only maintain the Dominion of Prelates, but arm a 


Shoal of Inferiour Tyrants, Deans, Chancellours, &c. and to be 


ſure che Spiritual Courts muſt not be forgot. Now methinks, 
were this Author leſs inclin'd to deceive, and impoſe on his 
Reader, and more to inform, he would endeavour to prove theſe 


Offices 


Cre) 


Offices inconſiſtent with the Word of God. We plead not for 
the Divine Right of them, yet eſteem them of great Antiquity, 
and Inſtituted for the better Regulation of Chriſt's Church. For 
their Antiquity T muſt refer my Antagoniſt to the Novels of 


Falentinian third; Valent. Novel. tit. 12, to the Council of 


Chalcedon, Anno Dom. 451. Can. 2 and 23. to the Council of 
Carthage Anno Dom. 467. Can. 100. Edit. Oxon. by which he 
will diſcern them to have been even then of long and univer- 
ſal ſtanding in the Church. But after all we think the ſame 


Hands that ſet them up, may diſſolye and put them down 2 


But until it ſhall ſeem meet to our Superiors thus to determine, 
we think it more conſiſtent with the ſpirit of the Goſpel, ta 
forbear oppoſing private Opinions to publick Authority, and to 
endeavour as much as lies in ys to live Peaceably with all 
Men. But if any Man ſeem to be Contentious, we have na 
ſuch Cuſtom, neither the Churches of God, 1 Cor 11. 16. But 
theſe Reproaches we can bear, becauſe they are owing partly 
to Envy, and partly to Men's Ignorance of what was formerly 
done in the Church. But withal, give me leave to inform 


our Adverſarics, that none of the Puritans ever declaim'd a- 


gainſt Cathedral Dignities, till by their Schiſm they had cut 
themſelves off from all hopes and poſſibility of enjoying them- 
Humphreys, Whittingham, Fox, chief Men among them, could 
bear the Inſide of a Cathedral well enough, till Cartwright 
made an abſolute Defection and Separation from the Church, 


Our Author's next ſtep, is to conjure up a Spirit, which it 
is not in his Power to lay; No, not with the Aſſiſtance of 
Arch-Biſhop Tillotſon. He furniſhes Pralaticus with this Argu- 
ment. Ordination by Biſhops is certainly of Divine Inſtitu- 


tion; for Biſhops are Presbyters, if they have po highey * 


Character: and therefare upon your own Principles, have 
« Power of Ordination ; and therefore ours muſt be allowed 
« to be the ſafeſt fide. Now for the Solution, he finds the 

| knot 


1. 
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| knot inextricable, and therefore grows Scurrilous: He anſwers; 
f © It is the Gonftant Clatnour of your Party.] This Gentleman 


has an excellent knack at ſalving Difficulties, but he betrays his 
own. Ignorance, if he thinks mankind ſo eaſily impoſed on. But 
don” t the Baptiſts and Papiſts make uſe of the fame. Phea ? 
The Baptifts plead thar we own their Baptiſm is valid, while 
* they deny that the Sptinkling of an Infant is any Baptiſini 
te at all; and therefore they muſt be of the ſafer ſide.— 
« So the Papiſts argue after the ſame manner, that all own Sal- 
te vation may be Obtained by ſome in the Communion of the 
“Church of Rome; but they deny the poſſibility of the Sal- 
« vation of Proteſtants, and therefore the Papiſts ate of rhe 
tt ſafer ſide. This is the great and popular Argument they 
&* Aſſault us with. And for an Anſwer to it } we are refer d 
to our own Arch Biſhop Tillotſon. ern had need 
be very quick ſighted to diſconrfe any Analogy in theſe caſes ; 


> hut this Gentleman's poſitions are decretory. And whence pray 
. feceived' he his information, that the Church of England allows 


the validity of Baptiſm Adminiſtred by Baptifts ? Not from the 
Articles Canons, and Rubrick of the Church ; for they declare 


| the Baptiſm of Laicks to be invalid, by requiring a lawfal Ad- 


miniſtrator: And notwithſtanding the great pains taken to prove 
the Divine Right of Presbyterian Ordination, I muſt ſtill for 
want of filler eonviction level Diſfenting Teachers of all De- 
nominations in the fame rank with Laieks. The reader will bs 
pleaſed to mark rhe equal and impartial management of our 
Author ſo much recommended by the Publiſher : He would 

only impoſe upon us the imaginations of his own Brain for the 
Articles Canons, &c- of the Church of England; As te the Pa- 
piſto.Fhe Argument of the Romaniſts is this: You acknow- 


ledge a poſſibility of Salvation in our Church ; (i. e.) that 


Hvincible ipnoranee joined with true ſincerity may be an A- 
eh for the errors of many in it ; which we do not ac. 
knowledge 


(12) 


knowledge concerning yours. But pray who is ſo ſtupid, ay 


not to diſcover, that this is no Argument, why thoſe who know 


the Errors and Superſtitions of that Church ſhould go over to 
it 2 Becauſe, there is no acknowledgment in this, of the poſſi 
bility of Salvation to ſuch Perſons as theſe. But the Diſlen- 


ters acknowledge Epiſcopal Ordination Lauful, and conſidered | 


by it ſelf ſafe and ſecure, they ought therefore to ſubmit to it, 
becauſe a deviation from it cannot be acceptable to Almighty 
God. Therefore let any impartial Man judge the equity of 
the parrelel drawn by this Gentleman: That Arguments 
ſtands fill unſhaken, notwithſtanding his Objections; and an 
inſuperable difficulty it is. But our Author © will not reſt in 
© theſe general remarks, bur particulatly expoſtuluge the matter. 


Hz asks, Is it the afelt ſide to acknowledge and ſubmit 
« to a Hierarchy not Warranted in the Word of God ? x 


| Anſwer, No. But to retort the Expoſtulation, for I ſuppoſe 


him a Teacher, does he Act by a Commiſhon Warranted in 
the Book of God? © Is it the ſafeſt fide for me ſolemnly to 
e declare at my Ordination, that I am moved by the Holy 
« Ghoſt to take upon me the Office of a Deacon, when I have 
« no purpoſe to ſerve Tables, for which Deacons were Inftitated ? 
With ſubmiſſion, we require better Authority than this Gen- 
tleman's aſſertion, that Deacons were Inſtituted barely to ſerye 
Tables: he muſt excuſe me for diſſenting from him in Opi- 
nion, becauſe in the 8th of the Act, we find that Philip a 
Deacon, Preached and Baptized ; and St. Ignatius ( full as com- 
pleat a Judge, I preſume as this Author ) affirms in his Epiſtle 
to the Trallians, that Deacons are not Servants of Meats and 
Drinks only, but Miniſters of the Church of God. © Is it the 


<« ſafeſt tide to take upon me the Order of Prieſthood, an Order 
« Typical of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, fulfilled in him, and A- 


* brogated by him? I Anſwer it is very tafe, to sake upon me 


the Order of Frickhood, when duly called and authoritatively 


ſent ; 


C15Y 
fent ; And had this Gentleman been fo ingenuous as to have 
diſtinguiſhed between the Prieſthood of the Aaronical Order 
Abrogated by our Saviour, and the Melchizedecan reſtored 
in its room ; there would be no difficulty in the thing. The 
eternal Archetypal and Antitypal Melchiſedeck going up into 
the Heaven of Heavens, as it were into a far Country left his 
Apoſtles, and their Succeſſors as his Stewards and Vicegerents 


7 inveſted with full Power and Authority to Adminiſtrate his 


Sacerdotal Kingdom; Is it not reaſonable therefore to believe 
that their Miniftry is truly and properly Sacerdetal? For 
BZ was Jeſus Chriſt a moſt proper Biſhop over his Church by 
= Commiſſion from his Father, and are the Viſible Biſhops pro- 
per Biſhops of it by Miſſion or Commiſſion from him? This 
1 ſuppoſe our Author will grant; and if he does, let him 
give any good reaſon if he can, why by Miſſion or Commit. 
ſion from Chriſt the High Prieſt of our Profeſſion, they are 
: not alſo proper Prieſts.— As the Apoſtles whom he ſent, ag 
his Father ſent him, were truly and *properly Apoſtles under 
him); under him truly and properly ſpeaking, were they 
alſo Prieſts. — As he is a Prieſt, and his Kingdom is a Sa- 
cerdotal Kingdom : So his. Miniſters muſt be Prieſts, or Sa- 


3 cerdotal Miniſters, as well as Miniſters to Govern and Teach 


. his People : According to St. Paul. Heb. 5. 1. For every High 
Prieſt taken from among Men, is Ordained for Men in things 
Þ pertaining to God, that he may offer both Gifts and Sacrifices 


| | for Sin. But for further ſatisfaction in this point, I refer the 


Reader to Dr. Hickes's Chriſtian Prieſthood Aſſerted. But to 
proceed, © Is it the ſafe ft fide to take upon me the Solemn 


of « Charge of the Miniſtry, and to come under awful Vows to 


e fulfil it: and yet to depend upon the Biſhops Licenſe to 
% Preach ? 8 


And pray where is the inconſiſtency of raking upon one 
che Solemn Charge of the Miniſtry, and coming under Vows 
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to fulfil it, and yet depending upon the Biſſiops Licenſe to 
Preach; But an univerſal Liberty for every Man to Profane 
the Word of God, and ſubvert all Order of Government, is 
what (I ſuppoſe ) this Gentleman wou'd be at. But we have 
not ſo learned Chriſt, we are taught to Obey them that have 
the Rule over us in all things lawful, and it does not yet ap- 
pear that receiving Licenſe from a Biſhop 1s contrary to God's 
Word. — But further, „Is it the ſafeſt ſide to acknowledge 
our Biſhops endued with the extraordinary Apoſtolical Power 
« of giving the Holy Ghoſt by impoſition of hands? 1 An- 
ſwer, The Apoftles themſelves were never endued with the 
power of giving the Holy Ghoſt. In procuring the Grace of 
God's Spirit, Man acts as an inſtituted means, he prays for 
it in behalf of others, and helps to create thoſe good diſpo- 
firions in them which makes them proper ſubjects to receive 
it. But the Grace of the Spirits, can upon neither of theſe 
accoutits be faid to be given of Man, but is abſolutely and 
ſolely the Gift of God. And thus this Gentleman might have 
found it every where repreſented in Scripture. When St Par “ 
ſpeaks of the Grace which Timor y had received by the impo- 
fition of his hands, be calls ir not his Gift, but 18 Gg 
Xupiqus the Gift of God. 2 Tim. 1. 6. And when Simon the 
Sorcerer offer'd Money to St. Peter, to give him that Power 
that on whomſoever he fhould lay his hands, he might re- 
ceive the Holy Ghoſt ; the Apoſtle in efféct tells him, that 
the Power was not in him but abſolutely in God. Thy Money 
ſays he, periſh with thee,” becauſe thou haſt thoaght ( not that 
my Gift but) vi” Ts Ces copeav, that the Gift of God may 
be purchafed with Money, St. Peter by laying on of his hands 
only did that, in c nſequence of which, God wis pleaſed to beſtow 
the Holy. Ghoſt ; Nor do I think it can be ſhewn in any one' 
inſtance from Scriprure, that the Grace of the Srixit is aſcri- 
bed to any Man. as the giver of it. — We therefore truſt, 

| that 
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that God of his goodneſs will ill convey this Gift, through 
W the Prayers and by the impoſition of Apoſtles Succeſſors hands 
to the end of the World. — And this we think ſafe and 
conſiſtent with the Holy Scriptures. ls it the ſafeſt fide to 
« ſolemnly Promiſe at my Ordination reverently to Obey my 
& Ordinary, that is, my Biſhop : No doubt on't, if you in- 
tend to perform your promiſ, and that in conformity to God's 
command. Obey them that have the Rule over you, &c- 
« Laſtly, Is it the ſafeſt ſide to be Ordained to but part of 
ce the Miniſterial Work, and to be deprived of the Powers 
| & of Ordination and Juriſdiftion ? Yes, much the ſafeſt, be- 
| cauſe in acting otherwiſe, you Act in direct Oppoſition to the 
Commands of Chriſt, Uſarping Powers that in no meaſure be- 
a 1 long to you. _ You'l Pardon Sir my Prolixity, for 1 thouglit 

my ſelf under an indiſpenſible Obligation, to give this Author 
reaſons for preferring Presbyterian Ordination, to Ordination 
by Biſhops, a thorough examination ; and flatter my ſelf they 
will to the candid reader appear to be ill natured Suggeſtions, 


not ſubſtantial Reaſons, 
Tuis Gentleman out of great Condeſcenſion, is pleaſed to 


pas a Complement on the Church of England, and ſome of 
her Biſhops. He tells us, * he values the Church of England 


„„ highly as a Proteſtant Church, and has a juſt veneration 


4 F for the Learning and Piety of ſome of her Biſhops. I am 


ſorry we can't return, the Compliment, 


Art length we enter upon the merits @f the cauſe, and his 
firſt plea is taken from the Inden:ity of Biſhops and Presby- 
ters. And his Opinion he ſtrengthens with ſeveral Texts of 
Scripture ; from Phil. 1. I. from Tit. 1, 5, 6, 7. from Act. the 
20. 17. 28. It is certainly frivolous to Argue from the Inden- 
tity of Names to the Indentity of Offices, for from hence it 


W ill follow that every Deacon js an Apoſtle ; becauſe the 
C 2 Apoſtles 


(16) 


Apoſtles call themſelves Deacons, 1 Gr. 3. 5. and as their Mi- 
niſtry is termed a Deaconſhip, Ack. 1. 23 


Bur to make ſhort work of it; J grant to this Author all 
he contends for. I grant that the Names of Biſhop and Pref- 
byter are uſed ſo promiſcuouſly in the New Teſtament, as to 
leave no diſtinction of Office. I grant there are as many 
Biſhops in the firſt ſenſe of the word as Presbyters in the 
moſt early Churches. I grant that we can find in the New 
Teſtament no Presbyter who was net a Biſhop, (i. c.) called 
by that Name. I grant the duties and qualifications of thoſe 
called Biſhops in the New Teſtament, and of thoſe called 
Presbyters are the ſame, becauſe they are the duties and qua- 


Iifications of the ſame Church Officer called by both thoſe 


Names. I grant to him all theſe things, that is indeed only Y 


one ſingle point thus variouſly expreſs'd, viz. that Presbyters a | 
are thoſe Church Officers who are called Fg in the New #B 


Teſtament. 


Bor though I have granted to him all this, yet I hope 
may, and will maintain, that the Powers of th oſe who en 1 


called Biſhops in the New Teſtament, were not the ſane 


with the Powers of thoſe who were called ſo after 3 


wards in an eminent ſenſe, or in other words, that thoſe 


Church Officers who are tiled Biſhops in the New-Teftament J 1 


have never received or exerciſed the right of Ordaining others; 


but that this right was always in the hands of Officers Su- 
periour to them. And this evident, from the Churches of 
Corinth, Epheſus, Philippi, Theſſalonica, Crete, Sc. which had 


in them a Clergy conſiſting of ſeveral Miniſters. If therefore 


all the Miniſters were equal, and had a right of Ordaining, | 


they might have done it themſelves, without putting the A- 


poſtles to the Trouble, and hazard of long Journeys, and | 
dangerous PR -. or ber. that - purpoſe, obliging them to ; 


Deput 


87 


Depute Biſhops. Nay, were they conſcious of any ſuch Pri - 
viledge belonging to them, how natural were it for them thus 


to expoſtulate 2 By what Authority are theſe Officers impoſed 


upon us? By what Authority are we reſtrain'd from exerciſing 
the Power of Ordination ? Are we not all equal ? Are we not 
all fellow Presbyters ? But they had more humility, and had 
not ſo learned Chriſt as to fly in the face of Authority, and 
Uſurp a Power which did not belong to them, No! they 


wanted the Pride and Ambition of our Modern pretended Preſ- 
by ters, to qualify them for ſo heinous an Offence. We do 


not find, that in the time of the Apoſtles any one was admit- 
red into the Miniſtry, but by them, or by thoſe to whom they 
had given ſuch a Commiſſion. The power of Ordaining was 
in the hands of thoſe who poſleſs'd a diſtinguiſhed Authority: 

Otherwiſe there would have been no need, that the Apoſtles, 
or their Commiſhoners, ſhould croſs Countries and Seas, to Or. 
dain Miniſters for Churches, which had a numerous Clergy, if 
theſe might have done it without them. 


Again, Taz fixing the Name of Biſhops upon thoſe who are in 
an eminent ſenſe Overſeers, and Curators of the Church, was a 
matter purely Arbitrary, and now founded merely upon Cuſtom : 
and it is not from the difference of Names we argue to the 
difference of Offices ; and therefore cannot think it of any Im- 
portance, on the other fide, to argue from the Indentity of 
Names to the In lentity of Othces, 


Tur Argument founded upon this Plea, if ſtated truly, can 
amount to no more than this ; ; Presbyters are called Biſhops or 
Overſeers in the New Teſtament therefore, certainly they muſt 


juſtly claim all the Rights belonging to thoſe who are there 


called Biſhops. This I acknowledge. But what thoſe Rights 
are, we are ſtill as much at a loſs to know as ever. That this 
Argument vill not proye Ordination to de one of them is very 

evident, 


[IS a v - 
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C 18 
evident, . becauſe that can be done only by producing ſuch 
Texts as declare this to be one of the Rights and Priviledge, 
belonging to thoſe then called by that Name: Which can ne- 
yer be done. On the contrary, I have this argument to urge : 


Presbyters have a Title to thoſe Rights only which were enjoyed 


by thoſe Church Officers who are called Biſhops, or Overſeers i in 
the New Teſtament. But the Power of Ordination was never 


allowed to, or claimed by thoſe who are there called Biſhops. 


Therefore it is not one of thoſe Rights to which Presbyters have 
a Title.--- And whether St. Paul dealt with the Presbyters of E- 
pheſus, and Crete, as if he knew any thing of ſuch a Com- 
miſſion, let any one judge, who can read his Epiſtles to Timely 
and Tus. And indeed, Ordination to me ſeems to have been 
too neceſſary a Qualification, for St. Paul to have omitted, in his 
Enumeration of a Biſhop's Qualifications, 1 Tim. 3. had he 
known of any ſuch Power to which they were entitled. The 
great miſtake of our Diſſenters lies here, They imagine that 
Biſhops now peculiarly ſo called, are the ſame with thoſe Pres- 
byters called Biſhops in Scripture ; not conſidering that Biſhops 
eminently ſo called, anſwer not to Presbyters fo called in the 


New Teſtament, but to ſuch ſuperior Officers as Timothy and 


Titus, &c. who had the Power to enforce Presbyters to their 
Duty, to receive accuſations againft them, and judicially to paſs 
Sentence upon them ; which abundantly proves their Superiority, 
But ſhould it be usk'd were there then in the Primitive Church 
ſuch ſuperivr Officers as we now call Biſhops in an eminent 
Senſe ? We anſwer, yes, but they were then commonly called 
Apoſtles, as Epaphroditus, Biſhop of Philippi, is called by St. Paul 
himſelf, Phil. 2. 25. % 7)" amo, your Apoſtle, And if 
we conſult the ancient Records of the Church, we ſhall there 
find, that James Biſhop of Jeruſalem, Mart of Alexandria, 
Timotly of Epheſus, Tits of Crete, and Clemens of Rome, were 
all called Apoſtles. And as Theodoret obſerves, tvs v 
Ee ETIONTe)S, AT och due; thote which we 

. 6 


09 

call Biſhops, the Primitive Chriſtians called Apoſtles. Had 
there been no difference of Names ſettled, but had both Pres- 
byters and Biſhops been called by one common name to this 
Day, whither Biſhops or Presbyters, all the Arguments had 
ſtill food as firm for Epiſcopacy. If it could be ſhewn, that 
there had been always in the Church Officers ( ſuperior to the 
Teachers of particular Congregations) to whom the Power of 
Ordination did peculiarly belong, the Cauſe of Epiſcopacy muſt 
have ſtood firm. I have endeavoured to ſet this matter in a 
true and eaſy Light, becauſe the Gentleman's whole reaſoning 
ſeems to be built on this miſtaken notion, that Indentity of 
Names implies an Indentity of Offices. 


Bor it is alledged, © That the Apoſtles call themſelves Pref- 
byters ; be pleaſed to read 1 Pet. 5. 1. The Elders that are a- 
“ mong you, I exhort, who am alſo an Elder, (or Presbyter ) 
&« fo 2 Jobn 1, and 3. Jobn 1. Can any thing be plainer, than 
ce that according to your own Scheme, Biſhops are in theſe 
« texts called Presbyters. The Gentleman makes a very wrong 
Inference, for it will not all follow from thoſe texts, that Biſhaps 
were Presbyters, but that the Apoſtles were Presbyters. And 
who ever denyed it ? But doth it hence appear, ( what ought 
ta be proved) that the Apoſtles were only, or no other than 
Presbyters, or (which comes to the ſame ) that every Presby- 
ter is an Apoſtle ? certainly no. For tho' a ſuperior Order does 
frequently prefappoſe and include all its relative inferior Orders, 
yet in no caſe does the contrary obtain, as being unnatural and 
fo irrational. Whence it comes to paſs, that ( as it does not 
follow, that, becauſe every Maſter or Poctor in any faculty is 
alſo a Batchelor in the fame Faculty, therefore every Batchelor 
is a Maſter or Doctor; or becauſe every Serjeant at Law is 
alſo a Barrifler, therefore every Barriſter is a Serjeant; or laſtly, 
becauſe every Duke is a Marquiſs, therefore every Marquiſs is 
# Duke; fo ) in the cafe before us, tho' every Apoſtle, or Per- 

| ſon 
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(209 
$n of the Apoſtolical, otherwiſe called the Epiſcopal Order, be 
alſo a Presbyter or Deacon, yet it doth not follow that every 
Presbyter or Deacon is a Perſon of the Apoſtolical or Epiſcopal 
Order. And thus you may ſee that from the aforecited words of 
St. Petey, or of St. Fohn, no conclufive Proof can be drawn for the 
equality of the Order of Presbyters, with the Apoſtolical or Epiſ. 
copal Order : but only that the word Presbyter was ſometimes 
applied to the Apoftolical Order, particularly by way of Hu- 
mility on Condeſcenſion. Not to add, that according to this Ex. 
ample, tis the well known Practice of the Biſhops of our Church, 
when afly one of them writes to a Presbyter, to ſubſcribe him- 
ſelf your affectionate Brother; which he does (not as a Biſhop ; 
but in St. Peter's Language) ws ZupmageoBuregO), (i. e.) as be- 


» 


ing alſo a Presbyter. 


Bur further, if St. Peter's or St. John's applying to themſelves 
the word Presbyter is a ſufficient argument to prove that all 
Presbyters have Apoſtolical Power, and confequently the Power 
of Ordination; then it muſt alſo be allowed, that St. Pau“'s 
applying to himſelf, nay, even to Chriſt, the word Deacon Ep). 
3. 7. Cel. 1. 23. Rom. 15. 8. is as ſufficient an Argument, tha, 
all Deacons are alſo inveſted with Apoſtolical Power, and con- 
ſequently with the Power of Ordination. And thus, this Gen- 
tleman's own way of inferring will force him further, than he 
cares willingly to go ; which is indeed no other than uſually 


happens to the Abettors or Maintainers of bad and erroneous | 


cauſes. 


Bu r we are told, that it appears with the moſt convincivg 
Evidence, that the whole work, as well as the name of Biſhop, 
« was committed to Presbyters, from 1 Pet. 5. 2. where Preſ- 
« bytersare exhorted, to feed the F lock of God which was among 
« them, taking the overſight thereof ( EITIZKOIIOUNTES ) 
« acting the Biſhop therein, as in the Original Well, and 

hat 


Ca) 
what then; that he exhorts the Presbyters, to do the Office of 
Biſhops, that is, of thoſe then callei Biſhops, or Overſeers, I 
grant: But to ſay that it thence follows that he commands 


them to Ordain, and Govern, which are parts of the Duty of 


thoſe fince that time call'd Biſhops in a peculiar ſenſe, is ma- 
nifeſtly to beg the Queſtion. For the Queſtion is not whether 
Presbyters were not called Overſeers in taoſe carly Days: But 
what che Buſineſs of thoſe, who were then called Overſeers was. 
So that the Argument is no better than this, St. Peter commands 
Pretbyters to do the Office of thoſe who were in his Days 
call'd Biſhops or Overſeers; therefore he commands them to 
do the Office of thoſe who were afterwards called ſo in an 
eminent ſenſe. Whereas the Point now in Debate is, Whether 
thoſe Officers who were then called Biſhops, were called to 
the Office of Ordaining ? What the Office of thoſe was to whom 
St. Peter writes, is plainly enough here expreſſed, viz. To Feed 


the Flock in that place where they were placed, overſeeing, or 


looking after it, Now it cannot poſſibly be implied in this, that 
they had the Power of Ordination, which reſpects the conſti- 


tuting Shepherds over other Flocks, not the Feeding that Flock 


over which they were themſelves placed. Nay, the contrary is 
rather implied, becauſe St. Peter when he is giving them ad- 
vice to perform their Office as becomes them, mentions only 
the Feeding of that Flock, which they were before' this, call'd 
to overſee and take care of. From all which it is evident, 
that nothing can be collated from this Paſſage in favour of 


Presbyterian Ordination. 


4 Bur it is evident that Presbyters were veſted with the 
« Power of Ordination, from 1 Tim. 4. 14. Neglect not the 


« Gift that is in thee by Prophecy, with the laying on of the 


« Hands of the Pretbytery. It muſt be remembred, that the 


Gift which is here affirmed to have been conferr'd on T7 toothy 


dy the Hands of the Presbytery, in another place is ſaid to 
| D have 
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(22) 
have been given him by the putting on of St. Pan's hands, 
2 Tim. 1. 6. But we are told, © That it is very probable that 
« the Gift which Timothy received by the impoſition of St. Paul s 
« hands, was the extraordinary miraculous Powers of the Holy 
% Ghoſt, &c. I auſwer, If the Gift in one Text may ſignify 
the miraculous Powers of the Holy Ghoſt, why not in the 
other? And then the Ordination of Timotly is not the thing 


here ſpoken of, and conſequently nothing hence can be col- 
lected in favour of Presbyterian Ordination. But it it faid, 


4. If the ſuppoſition be granted, that this impoſition of Hands 
« was for Ordination, it will follow that the Apoſtle acted ay 
an ordinary Presbyter at the Ordination. For Timothy was 
« Ordained by a Presbytery, and conſequently the Ordainers 
i muſt be Presbyters. And Presbyters no doubt they were. 
And perhaps Superior to Presbyters ; for as the word Presbyter 


is promiſcuouſly applied to the Apoſtles themſelves ; from hence 
it will follow, that by the laying on of the hands of the 


Presbytcry here mentioned, may very well be underſtood, the 
laying on the hands of no other than the Apoſtles. And 
then the Inference drawn by rhe Diſſenters from that Text, 


cannot prove what it is brought to prove. — Again, I anſwer, 
That it ſuits not with St. Pauls Modeſty and Humility thus 


to arrogate to himſelf the ſole Power of conferring that Of- 
fice, when other Presbyters were equally concerned, as it is 
manifeft he does to any one readivg over the Text ; for when 
it is ſaid, 2 Tim. 1.6, That Timotly was Ordained by St. Paul, 
the Greck Prepoſition is dia, per, by the impoſition of my 
Bands. But 1 Tim. 4. 14. The Prepoſiion made uſe of is, 


usr, cum, with the laying on of the hands of the Presbyte- 
ry. And he is not ſufficiently acquainted with the Greek Lan- 
| guage, who does not know, that in producing Effects, and giv- 


ing Power, d, ſignifies the principal and efficient cauſe ; per«, 
only the afl:ſtant. But ſays our Author, 0 Presbyters have the 
© Power of Ordination. Or elſe whar Buſineſs had their hand, 


* 


« upon 
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| (23). 
« upon Timothy, in conferring an Order, that they had no 
Authority to communicate. I anſwer, that ſuppoſing Preſ- 
byters pecularly fo called were in this company, (which doth 
not appear, nor will the Primitive Father at all allow ) it 
will only follow from hence, that they may Aſſiſt ( with Of. 
ficers Superiour to themſelves.) at an Ordination; not that they 
may without. any ſuch Officers manage this Affair. If this Ad- 


vocate had firſt proved that whoever may lay on bands in 


Ordination upon any account, muſt have himſelfan intrinſick Pou- 
er to Ordain, then indeed he might have inſiſted that Presbyters 


© Had a Power to Ordain ; but to take for granted the thing 


he ought to FO, is ſuch a ee of nn as ſuits only | 


may lay on their 1 for the greater Glemniry of the Ac- 


tion, or to give their Conſent or Approbation. This is the O. 
pinion of ſeveral Commentators. And is the practice of our 


| Church, where the Presbyters joyn with the Biſhop in laying on 


of hands, and yet they have not an intrinſick power to Ordain, 


| for the Biſhop only Ordains Our Author's playing with the 


Extraordinary and Ordinary capacity of the Apoſtle, is little to 
the purpoſe ; however it ſhall be conſide Lin g proper place. 
He indeed with confidence enough aſſures us, that St. Paul 
« in his Ordinary Capacity was but a Presbyter: But as he 


does not undertake to prove it, we may _— ao it to the 
Account of a ſtrong imagination. 


ANoTuzx proof for Presbyterian Ordination is taken from 
Act, 13. 1, 2. „“ where ſays this Writer, Pan & Barnabas are ſet 
apart to the exerciſe of the Miniſtry among the Gentiles, only 
« by the impoſition of tHe hands of a Presbytery, which is, 
i he thinks an une xceptionable evidence, that Presbyters may 
« Ordain without Superiour. Now, I deny this was an Ordi- 
nation at all ; for if this were the Ordination of St. Paul, it will 


follow from hence, not only that TOs have a right to 


D 2 Ordain 


(24) 
Ordain Presbyters, but alſo that their Office extended to the 
Ordaining even Apoſtles themſelves, and to give them the Au- 
thority which they had in the Church: which is too abflird 
to need any confutation. But then it may be asked, for what end 
Paul and Barnabas received impoſition of Hands 4 I anſwer, 
this rite was commonly uſed both by the Jews and primitive 
Chriſtians in Benedictions. Jacob put his hands upon the Heads 
of Ephraim and Manaſſeb when he bleſſed them: And only to 
mention one. inſtance more, Little Children were brought to 
Chriſt, that He ſhould, put his Hands on them, and bleſs them. 
Accordingly this impoſition of Hands on Paul and Barnabas, 
was a Solemn Benediction on their Miniſtry of Preaching the 
Goſpel in, A particular circuit, to which they were then ſent by 
the Holy Spirit's direction. Hence it is call'd in the next Chap- 
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0 il 1 | ter, Ack, 14. 26. A recommendation to the Grace of God for 
I it the Work of Miniſtring the Goſpel to certain Cities, which they 
1 are faid to have fulfilled, So that this rite was not their Ordi- 
vi, nation -to the Apoſtolick Office ; becauſe the end for which it 
46 4 | was given, is here ſud to be fulfilled, whereas their Apoſtoli- 
ix | | * a cal Office laſted as long as their Lives. And therefore paul 
| jd | | and Barnabas ſeem only now to have had a particular Miſſion to 
MIRA | Preach the Goſpel in a certain and limited diſtrict, in the fame © 
0 Hiſt F manner as Peter and Fohn were ſent by the College of Apoſtles to 
i i | Samaria to confirm the new Converts, and ſettle the Church there, 
5 | . | Apain, Trar this was not a proper Ordination, is manifeſt 
0 Pi. from hence; Becauſe this rite of impoſing Hands whereby o- 
1 14 Fee * were Ordain d, was never uſed in making A- 
. | / 52 
7 Ws ( Ir was a diſtinguiſhing part of their Character, that they 
Wl. were immedrately called and Ordain'd by Chrift himſelf; who 


conferred on them the Holy Ghoſt by breathing on them ; but 
15 neither he nor any other is ever ſaid to lay Hands on them. 
"i Wen 2 Place became vacant in the Apoſtolick College by 
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me Apoſtacy of Fudas, the ſupplying of his place was left to 

the Appointmenit of God ; and we read of no Impoſition of 

Hands. Neither was St. Paul inferiour in this mark of honour 

to the reſt of the Apoſtles : For he aſſerts himſelf to be an 

| Apoſtle not of Men, nor by Man, but immediately, and with- 

out the intervention of Men, to have been appointed by Jeſus | 
| Chriſt. Gal. 1. 1. And indeed this Gentleman ſeems to me, to 
| have quite forgot that there was-ſuch. a Chapter as the ſecond 

of the Epiſtle to the Galatians, where St. Paul himſelf affirms 

| that he and Barnabas had many Years before. received the 

Wight Hand of, Fellowſhip at Jeruſalem. from Fames, Cepbas, and 

© Fobr., From all which it appears that the W * 

1 o reference to Ordination. 2% e ical? e noni 


Bor ſuppoſe Paul and Barnabas were now Ordain'd, - what 
advantage can the Diſſenters reap thereby? This was done by: 
an immediate command of the Holy Ghoſt, and conſequently, 
3 . 9 can be no preſident for thoſe that are not * by ſuch a 
Commiſſion. wh 


#1 Ir was a | Maxim among the Jews that a Prophet may do all 

Ws by virtue of particular Warrant from God. And we ac- 
_ find them performing ſuch things as would be criminal | 
for other Men to attempt. So Samut! anointed David, and a- 
9 ocber Prophet anointed Jehu to be Kings of Iſrael; whilt 

others were in poſſeſſion of the Throne: which Acts had they 
deen performed without God's expreſs Commiſſion, would not 
only have been invalid and null, but Treaſonable; whereas | 
both cf them had their full force, as appears from the Sequel au 
of the Hiſtory. And if the command of God authorized Pro- 
phets to break God's own poſitive Precepts ; and to conſtitute 
: Kings, we may conclude, that the like command would ena- 
ble them to Ordain Apoſtles. But ſhould another uſurp a 
Commiſſion of Ordaining Apoſtles and other Eccleſiaſtical Off 
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( 26) 


cers he muſt undoubtedly be guilty of the ſame offence againſt the 
Church, which private Men who ſet up Kings and —_——— 


commit againft the State. 


AND now to take a review of what has been ſaid. If it 
does appear, that Ordination never belonged to thoſe called 
Biſhops in Phil 1. 1. &c. # 


Ts there were other ordinary Officers in the Churches plant- 
ed by the Apoſtles beſides Biſhops and Deacons, to whom be- 
longed the Power of Juriſdiction and Ordination, as is mani- 


Feſt in Timothy, Titus, Epaphroditus &c. it neceſſarily follows that 


Miniſters of particular Congregations had not a Power of Or- 


daining, call them Biſhop, Presbyter, or what you will. 


17 notwithſtanding Biſhops in Scripture are called Presbyters, 
and Presbyters Biſhops, the Apoſtle knew of a ſuperiour Orders 
to whom belong'd the aforeſaid Powers of Juriſdiction and Ordi- 
nation, as they certainly did. If the whole Juriſdiction was 
never committed to Presbyters, and the Ruler is more honour” 
able than the. Preacher: If neither Ordination nor. Juriſdiction 
in the Apoſtolick times were in the Hands of the Presbytery, 
as I have fully proved they were not; our modern pre- 
tended Biſhops muſt found their Authority upon ſomething 
elſe than Scripture Inſtitution. 


In a word, what one thing is more plain in the New 


| Teſtament to an unprejudiced eye, than the fallaciouſneſs of 


arguing from the Identity of Names to the Identity of Offi- 
ces. If it were poſſible to add light to a Cauſe, that already 
appears as the Sun at Noon-day, I might obſerve to you, that 
the word Biſhop is never uſed in Scripture with Ordination ap- 
pendant ; and that the word Presbyter, when appropriated to a 
Goſpel Miniſter, as a meer Presbyter, is never uſed for the high- 
eſt ordinary Officer in the Chriſtian Church. Which renders 

Me 


(27) 


we unerly uncapable to imagine upon what Scripture Authority 
our Modera pretended Presbyters Power can be founded. And 


it I look into all the Authors that have ever written upon 


| Controverſy on their fide the Queſtiong; I am nothing af- 


ſiſted in that enquiry. There is no Argument, upon which 


any of them pretends to found their Epiſcopacy, but that 
ſome or other of the ſame Party have ſubverted the founda- 


tion, and proved the inſufficiency of the Argument. There 


never was greater Coofuſion in the building of Babel, than 
| there has been in digging of new foundations for this modern 
| Epiſcopacy : Which gives a ſhrewd ſuſpicion, that it is not to 
be found in the Bible; otherwiſe there would be better Argu- 


ment among the Patrons of that Cauſe, as to the true Scripture 
bottom, upon which it is to be erected. This is the Author's 


Language in his review of what had been ſaid retorted upon 
7 himſelf ; if it be eſteemed Cant and not Argumentation, it is 
? 91 not mine, but the ingenuous Author's of the Divine Right of * 
1 Presbyterian Ordination conſidered. 


From what has been ſaid, the reader may perceive the falla- 
eiouſneſs of arguing from the Identity of Names to the Iden- 
tity of Offices, that is abſur'd and ridiculous ; and conſequently 
until the Author proves the right of Ordination to belong to 
thoſe called Biſhops in Scripture, he has done nothing. 


BuT our writer has another retreat, and argues from the power 
of Preaching, of the Keys and Adminiſtration of the Sacra · 
ments : They, ſays he, that have the principal and chief parts 
« of the ſacred Miniſtry committed to them, have alſo a claim 
« to the inferiour and ſubordinate Parts of that Office. Well 
who denies it? © But Preaching and Baptizing are the 
« principal and chief parts of the Miniftry. I deny that. The 
power of Ordaining and Authorizing a Man to execute theſe 
Offices is much greater. This very Argument do the Papiſts 
Ws to prove the ſameneſs of Biſhop and Presbyter, as to Or- 

der 3 


(28) 
der; for as they os, the higheſt Act is to make the Body and 


Blood of Chriſt preſent, ſv, to ſeal and apply it according to 
Our Author, are the principal and ſuperiour Parts of the Mini- 


try ? But pray could not Philip the Evangeliſt Baptize and 


Preach, but could not confirm. The Presbyters of Epheſus could 
feed the Flock ; in doing of which no doubt they Preached, 
and adminiſtred the Sacraments; but 'tis plain, they could not 
Authorize another to do it: If they could, tis amazing to find 
Perſons of a ſuperiour Character ſent amongſt them, (to manage 
that affair) in whoſe Hands this Power is expreſly lodged ; Poor 
Men! they were not ſo well acquainted with their own Privi- 


ledges, as. thoſe that were born Sixteen Hundred Years after 


them. And yet notwithſtanding this late and wonderful diſco- 
very; in all the Acts of the primitive Church, we read of this 
diſtinction of Officers, and can produce long Catalogues of ſin- 
gle Perſons ſucceeding in every Church in this Station and Office. 


Is the next Paragraph we have a Specimen of the Gentle- 
man's extraordinary Skill in drawing conſequences. He quores, 
1 Tim. 5 17. Let the Elders that Rule well, be counted worthy 
« of double honour ; eſpecially they that labour in Word and 
« Doctrine; And from hence, as he infers, that Labouring in 
« Word and Doctrine is a Work ſuperior to Ruling, and the 
<« principal part of the Miniſtry. Now, who is ſo dull as not 
to perceive, that this is no Conſequence at all. — Why the 
very Elders who rul'd the Church, and over and above that 
Service labourcd in Preaching the Word, are the Perſons count- 
ed worthy of double honour. Here is no preference given to 

Preaching above Ruling, but Rulers are commended for execu- 
ting the other Offices of the Miniſtry. And what is this to 
Presbyterian Ordination? But any thing to blind and impoſe on 
the Reader. Now, who wou'd be a drudge to a Cauſe that can- 
not be Supported without ſuch pitiful Shifts as theſe ? | 
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(29) 
OO Author” s next Argument is founded on a miſtaken no- 
| tion that Presbyters were the Apoſtles immediate Succeſſors in 


be Minittry. Now this iniſtake ariſes from his imagination, 


that Biſhops now peculiarly ſo called, are the ſame with thoſe 
Presbyters called Biſhops in Sctiptute, not conſidering, that 
Biſhops eminently ſo called, anſwet not to Presbyters fo called 


| in the New Teſtament, but to ſuch ſuperior Church Oificers as 


Ti mbily and Titus, who had the plenitude of the Apoſtolical Power 


£ and Authority which was ordinary and ftanding in the Church. 


For tho' every Miniſter of the Goſpel may in ſome reſpect 
de ſaid to be the Succeſſor of the Apoſtles, becauſe his Office 18 


$ | bf Divine Right; yer certainly theſe Miniſtcts who were Veſted 


£1 


4 y ith the whole ordinary and always neceſſary Apoſtolical Power, 


are more properly the Succeſſors, than thoſe who liave part of 
it only. But of this more particularly anon. 


Hz queries, © If Timot!y had the Wini to commit 
t the ſume things which he had received to other faith- 
ful Mea, why Hhun't all others in the Miniſtry the 


4 * ſame Authority. I anſwer, becauſ:- it is not inconſi ſtent 
e fne nature of the Paſtoral Office, or to the Goſpel, to 


communicate the entire Power to ſome Officers, and ſome bfans 
| hes of it only to others. Nor do I much regard © that cele- 
© drated Maxim of Arch-biſhop Cſbrr's; Ordin's eft Ordinare ; he 
Y char is in Orders, has the right and power of giving Orders. 

For we know well, that one Deacon cannot Ordain another, 
conſiſtently with the Diſlenters own Scheme. — And altho 

eimer, do conſecrate Arch-biſhops, it will not follow that 
W Precbyrers ſhould Ordain Presbyters ; and the reaſon is plain 


J becauſe Presbyters are not at all impowred in the New Teſta- 
1 : ment to perform this Work. Neither do we allow of Inferi- 


ours conſecrating Supetiours, as this Writer would diſingenjouſly 
inſinuate: For all Biſhops have originally equal power and 


I ces © Church Affairs. And tho a primacy: of of. Order is 
granted 
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( 30 ) 


granted to ſome by general conſent, under the regulation, of 
Eccleſiaſtical Canons 3 they have no proper Saperiority and Jurif- 
dition over Biſhops, they being all eju/arrm Sacrrdoth et Aut boritatis. 


Tunis Gentleman cloſes his firſt Conference (with his ac- 
cuſtom'd Ingenuity ! ) exhibiting 2 moſt terrible Charge againſt 
us of Unchurching the whole Proteſtant World, but our ſelves, 
becauſe deſtitute of Epiſcopal Ordination. Had this Gentleman 
been leſs Sanguine, and more Inquiſitive, he might have diſco- 
vered that all the Churches of the Ausburg Confeſſion have a 
ſubordination of Paſtors ; and in Sweden, Denmark, Norway, they 
Have both Biſhops and Arch-biſhops. The Proteſtant Churches 
of Hungary and Tranſylvania are divided into Dioceſes, the Ru'er 
whereof is a Biſhop. The Bohemian Churches had alſo their 
Biſhops until the laſt Calamity they ſuſtain'd drove them to the 
Woods and Mountains. So that this Author does moſt ſhameful! Ys 
or ignorantly miſrepreſent the Proteſtant World. 


Bur is it this received Principle of the Catholick Church, that 
Unchurches foreign Churches? Or do they Unchurch themſelvcs 
dy continuing wilful Franſgreſſors of it? The poſitive Laws of 


God are all Sacroſanct, eſpecially thoſe he hath ordain'd for Go- 


verment, and He will in no wiſe excuſe the wilful neglect of them; 
but every ſuch Tranſgreſſion againſt the Polity of the Chriſtian 


Theocracy, let the number of Offenders be never fo great, ſha'l 


receive a juſt recompence of reward. +. 


Tuvs Sir, have I examined all the Author's reaſoning deliver- 
ed in his Firſt Conference for his new and fantaſtical Notion of pre- 
ferring Presbyterian to Epiſcopal Ordination. And hope theſe 
Papers may have the favour of your Pardon, if not the advantage 
of your: Efteery 


F ty "ne Fg 85 
* 8755 * Ses . Se $615 £65 15636-2140 * 


THE 


(39 


of 

rif- 

inſt 

nas 6 : THE 

ſco- a ; ; | 

al Second Letter. 

nes TE TT, 

= 3 

esse e my former Letter I ſtuck cloſe to the Av- 
L 35 AGES thor's Reaſoning, and believe I did not omit 

that 1 3 1 ba particularly Anſwering every thing Material 

ves by 5 3 Objected by him. In the of his 
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Bo- thod, for theſe reaſons. Firſt, Becauſe part 
* et it his: already been conſidered. Secondly, Becauſe he 
* 1 has placed his Antagonift's Arguments in ſo indifferent a light, 
al. chat T think my ſelf not at all Obliged to regard his ſtating 


27 che Queſtions in- difpute; and I ſuppoſe he will have little rea- 
bon to boaſt of a Victory, after I prove theſe four Propoſitions. | 


\ Firſt, Tuar the Apoſtles had properly Succeſſors i the EC- 
ſentials of the Apoſtolick Office. | 


Secondly, 'THAT it is not contrary to the Nature of the Pat- 


= toral Office, or to the Goſpel, to communicate the entire Power 
Ip to ſome Officers, and ſome branches of it only to others. And 6 
7 under this head, I ſhall examine this Adyocate's reaſoning from 


% 


the grand Miniſterial Commiſſion, 
8 1 Thirdly, 
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Thirdly, TAF in the Apoſtolick times there were Officer, 
Conflicuted in the Church by the Apoſtles themſelves Superiour 
to Presbyters, and that this Superiority has been N in 
Biſhops eminently ſo called. 


Fourthly, Tat had there been no ſuch Officers conſtituted 
by the Apoſtles Superiour to Bresbyters ; Yet Modern Presby- 
terian Ordination muſt be Null and Void. — Theſe Propoſiti- 
ons fully proved, will invalidate ( I conceive ) and quite under- 
mine this Author's Superſtructure. 


Firft then, I 2m to prove that the Apoſtles had properly Suc- 
ceſſors in the Eſſentials of the Apoſtolick Office. This my An. 
tagoniſt denies, and endeavours to Anſwer Reaſons, as he of 
his great Wiſdom, is pleaſed to put in his Adverſary Mouth; 4 


but they are nothing to me. . \ 


Ix order therefore to reduce the debate into as ſhort a com- 
paſs 25 politle, I will firſt ſhew wherein this ec 754 I 


are agrecd. 


E 


WI are agreed, hes the Fes had no Sacceſſors in Hive 
part of their Power which was extraordinary and miracnlous 
This being tranſient, temporary, and limitted to the Neceſſities 
of the Church, at the firſt Preaching of the Goſpel, But then 
I affirm, that this was not eſſential to. the Apoſtolick; and. 
my Antagoniſt denies it. We are alſo agreed that the A- 
poſtles had Succeſſors in thoſe Branches of Spiritual Power, 
that are not founded on ſuch extraordiuzzry Aſſiſtances, and pe- 
culiar Priviledges : ſuch was the Preaching the Goſpel, Ad- 
miniſtring Sacraments, Ordaining, &c. Theſe Olfices I make 
the Eſlentials of the Apoſtolick Office, and hope to prove it i 
Now all my Adverſary's Arguments upon this Head will be 
tally confiderel, If I can give a clear and ſatisfactory An. 
ter to this Quefion. Whether the extraordinary Priviledges ; 
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8330 
of working Miracles, and being Witneſſes of the Reſurrectiom, 
which tho Apoſtles were | bleſſed with, were eſſential to the 
Apoſtolic (flize ? I deny they were, and my n af · 
firms the contrary. 


0 I order therefore to give a clear Anſwer to this Queſtion, 
J will ſuppoſe that by Eſſential, this Gentleman underſtands 
ſomething that was peculiar to the Apoſtolick Office, and what 
diſtinguiſhes it from all others. And then nothing- can be 
Eſſential to the Apoſtolick Office, but what, diſtinguiſhes it from 
all other Offizes : And therefore muſt be fo peculiar to the 
Office of the Apoſtles, as not to belong to any other Order 
of Men. But it is evident that thoſe extraordinary Gifts we 


13 ſpeaking of, were ſo far from being peculiar to the A- 


poſtles, that many Men were endued with them, who had no 
ſhare at all in the Miniſtry, therefore theſe extraordiaary Gifts 
were not of the Nature and Eſſence of the Apoſtolick Office, 


5 ſo as to diſtinguiſh it from all others. And' fince the Apoſto- 
7 lick Office was to continue for ever in the Church 
” to our Saviour's Promiſe, Mat. 28. 20. Who told them, Lo, I 


am with you alway, even to the end of the World, And 
ſince theſe extraordinary Gifts did not continue any longer 
than the neceſſities of the Church required them, it is mani- 
feſt, that theſe extraordinary Gifts were not eſſential to their 
Office: And conſequently nothing was of the Nature and Ef. 
ſence of this Cffi-e, but what might be ſucceeded in, but what 
was communicated to other Miniſters of the Cape, — Ge- 
neration to Generation. 


Tux Apoſtles indeed, in the Execution of their Office, had 
the Power of working Miracles to defend it; bur then this 
power was not Eſſential to their Offize, neither did it diſtin. 
puiſh them in their Miniſtry from other Men ; and I do nor 
know bur God would farniſh his Miniſters even now, with 
5 RS | 
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(34) 
ſach extraordinary Priviledges, if there was occafion for them : 
.o that really there is nothing that can formally diſtinguiſh 
an Apoſtle from other Miniſters of the Evangelical OEconomy, 
but the Fulneſs and Plenitude of that ordinary Power, which 
was to continue for ever in the Church. But this Gentleman 
« would fain know, how it appears, that Apoſtles are perma- 
« nently ſet in the Church, and to continue till Chriſt comes; 
« hen Prophets, Evangeliſts, Miracles, Gifts of Healing and 
tt Diverſity of Tongues are confeſſedly Temporary. — I An- 
ſwer, that theſe were not ſo mary diſtinct Offices. They were 
only ſeveral Denominations conferr'd on thoſe Officers which 
were in the Church before, with relation to their Labours in 
ſeveral Parts and Places of the Catholick Church; and were 
all included in the Names Apoſtles and Elders. And indeed 
they were only occaſional Commiſſions to execute ſome Branches 
of the Apoſtolical Offices, which could not be executed, as 
things then ood, without an extraordinary Power; and when- 
ever God ſees ſuch to be neceſſary, he may grant ſuch Com- 


miſſions again. But the Apoſtolick Power which was peculiar _ 


to them, and the diftintive Character of their Office, I have 
already proved was to continue for ever, and does ſtill continue. 
But their extraordinary Aſſiſtances were not Eſſential to, or diſ- 
tinctive Characters of their Office. Beſides, the work of an 
Evangeliſt and Prophet, &c. was common to every Miniſter > 
St. Jobn & St. Matthew were Apoſtles & Evangelifts ; St. Aarł 
a Biſhop and Evangeliſt ; Pli!lip a Deacon and Evangeliſt , 
and therefore they could not be diſtin&t Offices, that requiced 


diſtinct Officers. 


Again, Is the Eſſentials. of the Apotolick Office conſi led in 
being Witneſſes of Chriſt's Reſurrection, and the extraordinary 
Aſſiſtances of the Holy Ghoſt ; then the Scventy Diſciples wha 
had the extraordinary Aſſiſtances of the Holy Ghoſt, and u. ere 
Witneſſes of our Savicur's ReſurreQion, were Apoſtles ; Nay, 
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(35) 
the Five- Hundred Brethren by whom he was ſeen at one tines 
1 Cor. 15. 6. had one Eſſential of the Apoſtolick Office, and 
ſome of them more, for ought we know, and conſequently 


were Apoſtles. But, I would gladly be inform'd, to what 
purpoſe Matthias was choſen in the place of Judas, if by that 


choice he could receive no more Power than he had in 


his Commiſſion before? The Diſtinction therefore between 
them, muſt have conſiſted in the ordinary Branches of the Paſ- 
toral Office; and conſequently, the Eſſentials of the Apoſtolick 
Office were not founded on ſuch extraordinary Aſſiſtances, and 
peculiar Privileges; which was the thing to be proved. 5 


My Second Propoſition is this, Tnar it is not contrary to 


the Nature of the Paſtoral Office, or to the Goſpel, to com 


municate the entire Power to ſome Officers, and ſome Branches 
of it only to others. And under this Head, I ſhall examine 
our Author's reaſoning from the Grand Minifterial Commiſſion: 


Ix this Opinion I am confirmed, becauſe the Scripture ſup- 
poſes it may be done, and has left the communicating the 
ſeveral Gifts to the Diſcretion of the Ordainers, to diſtribute 
them as they ſhall find the Perſons to be Ordained, qualified 
to receive them. And tho' the Ordainers cannot diminiſh the 
Power which is annexed to anyOffice, yet the entire Paſtcr 1] Power 
is no where in Scripture ſo clearly annexed to any Cfficer, that one 
Man may net be ſuppoſed to have the Exerciſe of one Branch cf 
the Office committed to his truſt, and not of another: on the con- 
trary, the Scripture plainly ſuppoſes this may be, Rom. 12. 
6, 7, 8. Where the differring Branches of the Paſtoral Cffice 
are placed, not in the ſame, but different Perſons : Prophecying 
in one, Teaching in ancther, Exhorting in a third, Miniſtring 
in pee in another, according as they were 50 


| bets. Tuar our Saviour founded his Church in an Ir. 
perity boch of Order and Power, muſt (I think be acknow- 
ledged ) 
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( 360 i 
ledged ) if the Twelve Apoſtles were Snperiour both in Ode 
and Power to the Seventy Diſciples | 


l ' An this I am the more Sollicitous to prove, becauſe my 
Adverſary is of Opinion, that “to ſhew wherein this Diſtinc- 
tion and Inferiority lies is too hard a task. Its what none of our 
10 Party can ever be able to do. Theſe Expreſſions are terrible in- 
deed, but I am not at all ſtartled with his big words, and bold 
aſſeverations. The Propoſition „ I prove Ps 


Tux Apoftles were Ordained to be with our L. #1, and accords 


ingly are every where throughout the Goſpels reckoned as his con- 


ftant Attendants, both from the time of their Ordination, till they 
were ſent forth to Preach; and again after their return from 
Preaching, till his Death: But the Seventy were only appointed 
to Preach, and after they returned to our Lord, and gave him 
an account of their ſucceſs in the Execution of that Office, they 


ere never once mentioned again. 


Tux Seventy were only ſent before our Lord's face into theCities 
and Places, whitker he himſelf would come, (Lab. 10. i.) to prepare 
the People for his Reception. Whereas the Apoſtles Commiſſion was 
in general to Preach to all the Jews. The Inauguration of rhe 
Seventy to their Office, was not ſo ſolemn as that of the Twelve, 
before which, our Lord not onſy commanded the Diſciples to pray 
to God, to ſend Labourers into his Harveſt, but continued a whole 
Night in Prayer by himſelf. The Twelve were diſtinguiſhed by 
the name of Apoſtles, the Seventy only called by the. general 
name of Diſciples ; the Apoſtles were conſtantly called the 
Twelve; whereas had they been all equal, they muſt have been 
the Eighty two. Twelve Thrones were appointed, whereon thoſe 
Twelve Men ſhould fit to judge the Twelve Tribes of Ifracl, 
Mat 19. 28. And the Twelve Foundations of the New Jeruſalem 
were to contain the Names of the Twelve Apoſtles. When a'Vacan« 
cy happened in the College of the Apoſtles by the Apoſtacy of 

.. 


15 _ 
1711 

Judat, another was in a moſt ſolemn manner by divine Deſignation 

appointed to take hisBiſhoprick,and to be numbred with theEleven 

Apoſtles. Matthias,thePerſonOrdained to ſucceed Fudas,if any credit 

may be given to Euſcbius, Ferom,or Epiphanius, was one of the Seve 1- 

ty. From all, and every one of which obſeryations, it appears 


how unreaſonable they are, who think the Seventy were of the 
ſame Order and Dignity with the Twelve. 


Ir therefore, from what has been ſaid, it appears, that the A- 
poſtles were ſuperior to the Seventy Diſciples. If our Saviour 
gave them ſome Power, which theſe had not: If the Scripture 
has left the communicating the ſeveral Gifts or Offices to the Diſ- 
cretion of the Ordainers, to be diſtributed, as they ſhall find the 
Perſons to be Ordained, qualified to receive them ; pray where is 
the inconſiſtency of impatting, the entire Power to ſome, and 
ſome Branches of it only to others. This Propoſition will re- 
ceive further Confirmation in my examining the Author's reaſon» 


ing from the Grand Miniſterial Commiſſion. 


Axp firſt, Suppoſing what this Author contends for, that this 
was the Commiſhon by virtue of which the Apoſtles Ordained 
their Succeſſors in the Miniſtry; Suppoſing I ſay, that this was | 
the full Commiſion of the Apoſtles ; all the Ends of it might be 
anſwered, by their appointing different Orders, for different Offices 
in the Church: nor will it at all follow that this is the Commiſſion 


of Presbyters in ſuch ſenſe as that they are empowred by it, to 


Ordgin others, becauſe the Apoſtles were. This is the Point 
which this Writer inſtead of proving has taken for granted, viz. 
that becauſe this was a Commuthon for the Apoſtles to Ordain, it 
was ſo to Presbyters ; whereas there is no conſequence in the Ar- 
gument. This may be the original Commiſſi on, ſignifying Chriſt's 
will to his Apoftles that Diſciples ſhould be made, baptized, and 
inſtructed, and conſequently that there ſhould be a ſucceſſion of 
Officers in the Church for theſe Purpoſes : But it will by no means 
follow, that therefore it was his will, that whoſoever was ap- 
F pointed 
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(038) 0 
pointed to teach, ſhould likewiſe be commiſſioned to Ordain o. 
thers' to teach: nor is it implied in theſe words. 


Tux Apoſtles by vertue of this very Comn iſſion 9 have 


appointed ſome Perſons to baptize, others only to teach, and o- 


thers endued with all theſe Powers; and have as fully anſwered 
the intent of it, as if they had appointed one ſort of Officers, to 
perform all rheſe Offices. And, tho“ this Commiſſion doth not 
Gy, that he who is called to teach in the Church, ſhall not be 
called to Ordain likewiſe; yet it will not follow, that every one 
who is called to teach, is therefore called to Ordain. Notwith- 
ſtanding there is no difference of Officers made in the words, the 
Apoſtles were leſt to their own judgments, and the guidance of 
the Holy Spirit, whether there ſhould be a diſtinction of Officers 
in the Church, or not: and conſequently, whether one ſort or 
more were appointed by them for the Offices deſigned to continue 
in the Church, muſt be collected by their ſucceeding Behaviour, 
and what that was, will be ſhewn under the next Propoſition. 


Bu altho' this was a Commiſſion given to theApoftles, and de- 


ſigned to ſignify what their main Buſineſs in the World was to 


be: yet that it was deſi ign'd as their full Commiſſion, or as a ful! 
declaration of the Methods they were to take in the execution of 


their Commiſhon, there is no ground to think. The words 


may be fully ſufficient, to declare the nature of their Office in 
general, and yet their particular direction and commiſſion to Ordain 
other Miniſters might be given them afterwards by the Holy Ghoſt. 


AND notwithſtanding, this Gentleman puts this Argument, in his 
Antagoniſt's mouth, that he may have an opportunity (as he ima- 
gines ) of triumphing over him, yet he is ſo far from obtaining 2 
Victory, that he has not proved that this is even the Apoſtles 
commiſſion to Ordain. If fo, by what Commiſſion (1 defire to 
know) did St. Paul and Barnabas Ordain Presbyters ? I can't 
diſcover that it was by virtue of the Grand Commiſſion; nor con- 


ſequently how the Presbyters whom they Ordain'd, could od 
is 


(39) | 

this Commiſſion for their right to Ordain. If therefore it is 
not nec eſſ ry to ſuppoſe that this is even the Apoſtles commiſſion 
ro Ordain ; ( which is the only ground of the preſent Plea ) the Ar- 
gument for Presbyterian Ordination taken from this Commiſſion is 
at once overthrown. And now I intend to give a Solution to a 
Queſtion of our Author's. * If Presbyters are not in * Com- 
miſſion, hence have they their exiſtence ? 


I anſwer, from the will of the Apoſtles declared about them. 
The full Commiſſion of the Apoſtles themſelves was not made 
known to them by the Holy Ghoſt, and immediate Inſpiration, 


till after our Lord's Death. And it was not in the leaſt neceſſary 


that our Lord ſhould declare his will in theſe Points, ſince the 
Holy Ghoſt was afterwards to be ſent, in order to complete their 
Commiſſion : And it is as much for the good of the Chriftian 
Church, that the Apoſtles (who acted by the ſameSpirit) ſhould de- 


_ Clare the Commiſſion of Presbyters, as that our Lord himſelfſhould, 


Bur if Presbyters were impowred by thisCommiſſion to Ordain, 
how came they in ſeveral Churches, to be reftrain'd by the An 
poſtles themſelves, and denied the exerciſe of this right imme= 
diately after this Commiſſion was given them? And why do we 
find St. Paul dealing with the firſt Presbyters, exactly as he would 
have dealt by them had they not originally the right of Ordina- 
tion ? Again, If Presbyters had this right by the general Com- 


miſſion, how comes that in all accounts we have of the Primitive 


Church, we read of fingle Perſons ſucceeding the Apoſtles in this 
Station, and Offices? And when was the time in which they did 
exerciſe this right of Ordination? And how comes it to paſs that 
their Ordination, were always diſapproved, and condemned, and 
their right to this Work conſtantly denied ? And they muſt be 
diſcerning indeed that can from the New Teſtament diſcover, that 
any ſuch right was ever — by the Apoſtles ariginally to be- 
'ong to Presbyters. | 
F 2 1 
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I paſs therefore to the third thing propoſed. That the As 

poſtles did thus divide the Paſtoral Office, and Ordain'd ſome to 
the whole Power, ſich as we now denominate Btſhops, others to 
part of it only, ſuch as we call Presbyters; to whom the power 
of Ordination never did belong. Since our. Saviour, that wiſe 
builder, founded his Church in an inequality of Church Officers 
by making his Twelve Apoſtles ſaperior to his Seventy Diſciples, 
how the Apoſtles could have acted otherwiſe, than according to 
this Platform, he had left them, will puzzle any reaſonable Man 
to conceive, For he tells them, As my Father ſent me, ſo fend 1 
you. As he ſent them with Power ſuperior to the reſt of his Dif- 
Ciples, ſo they muſt Ordain others to the ſame Power as their Suc- 
ceſſors to the end of the World. As they therefore were ſuperior 
to other Presbyters whom they Ordain'd, ſo they choſe out ſome 
of thoſe Presbyters, (now diſtinguiſhed by the name of Biſhops) to 
whom they communicated all the branches of the Paſtoral Office, 
who might ſupply their places when they were gone, and be ſus 
perior to other Presbyters. Such were Timothy, Titus, Epaphro- 
ditys, &c. And this is a very remarkable thing, that when there 
were Presbyters already ſettled at Epheſus and Crete; and ſuch 
as no doubt were as well qualified to Ordain in latter Ages, tha, 
St. Paul ſhould not think fit to entruſt this Affair with them, and 
their Presbyteries, but ſhould devolve it wholly upon Timothy and 
Tius ; ſhould appcint theſe two to that Office, without mention- 
ing any right in the Teachers ; as they according to modern 
reaſoning, muſt certainly have had. The leaſt that can be con“ 
cluded from this Argument, is, that St. Paul knew of no ſuch right 
belonging to them. And this conſideration is the more weighty 
becauſe the Epiſtles to Tirotty and Titus, are the only records in 
which we find his will plainly expreſs'd, concerning the firſt Or- 
dination of Presbyters and Teachers properly ſo called; and yet 
hot a word, as if he thought that Presbyters had a right toOrdain 
others, but on the contrary all his rules directed to Superiour 
: | Oiicers, 


C41) 


| Officers. And this diſtinction of Power was not to be laid a- 


fide, but to remain as long as the World endured. 


Tuis was the Opinion of the Primitive Fathers who unani- 
mouſly agree, that St. Paul made Timothy Biſhop of Epheſus, 
and Titus of Crete. Thus does Euſebius expreſly declare; Euſe. 
Hiſt. Ecc. Li. 3. C. 4. That Timothy was Ordain'd by St. Paul 
Biſhop of Epheſus, and Tits of Crete, Thus alſo do St. Ferom, 


| Primaſius, Tfdore, T heodoret, Sedulins, &c. As may be ſeen in Biſhop 
Taylor's Epiſcopacy Aſſerted. And indeed I do not know of any 
done Author, who ſo much as calls it in Queſtion. 


Sixcx therefore it is confeſs'd on all hands, that Timothy and 
Titus were veſted with all that Power, which the other Presby- 


ters of Epheſus and Crete were veſted withal ; and beſides 


that had ſome Power which they had not : And fince all the 
Primitive Writers agree, that they were truly and properly 
Biſhops, it is evident beyond conſideration, that in the Opinion 


of the Ancients, the Apoſtles divided the Paſtoral Office, and 


Ordain'd ſome to the whole Power, and others to part of it only, 
which was the, Queſtion to be reſolved, 


Bu r it is ſaid, © That 'Timothy and Titus were Evangeliſts; 
d extraordinary Officers. And therefore no Arguments to be 


'« drawn from hence, 


Tuis I call a meer conjecture, becauſe this Advocate has 
not ſo much as attempted to prove that they were meer Evange- - 


lifts, which he ought by all means to have done, eſpecially conſi- 
dering that all Antiquity exprefly declares that they were Biſhops. 
As for Titus there is nor in Scripture the leaſt pretence of his being 


an Evangeliſt. St. Paul indeed gives him a Superiority of Eccle- 
ſiaſtical juriſdiction over all the Presbyters of Crete; a Power of 
excommuniczting Hereticks, of rebuking with all Authority, of 


Ordaining Elders, or Presbyters.in every City: Nay this was the 
Very cauſe for which St. Paul left him in Crete: All which are! 
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„ 
Epiſcopal acts, and muſt continue as long as the Church endures, 
fo that here is not the leaſt ſhadow of Proof, that Titus was an 
Evangeliſt 


St. Paul indeed bids 7! d do the work of an Evangeliſt, 2 Tim. 
4 5. But what this work of an Evangeliſt was may be ſeen in 


8 ſecond verſe of this Chapter; Preach the word, be inſtant 


in ſeaſon, out of ſeaſon, reprove, rebuke, exhort with all ſuffer- 
ing and doctrine. All which every Biſhop is obliged to perform. 
So that this can be no proof that Timothy. was a meer Evangeliſt, 
and that his Office was Temporary; Nay I defy this Advocate 
to produce any one fingle duty which Timothy was obliged to 
perform, as a Miniſter of Chrift, which was Temporary. Nor 
does St. Paul's enjoyning him to do the work of an Evangeliſt, 
make him any more a meer Evangeliſt, than the words imme- 
diately following make him a meer Deacon, for he is commanded 
to fulfill his Deaconſhip : if therefore this latter expreſſion does 
his Epiſcopacy no hurt, neither does the former, but he might be 
Biſhop, Evangeliſt and Deacon. 


To be an Evangeliſt i is agreable to all the Subordinations of the 
Chriſtian Hierarchy ; and whatever Miſſionary, (let him be Biſhop, 
Prieft, or Deacon ) travels to convert Infidels, does the work of 
an Evangeliſt, when he propagates the Goſpel in the me ſenſe 
that Timotly is called to do it. 


Bur a great difficulty is ſtarted, and a great Argument drawn 
from T:motky's preſence at the time in which St. Paul exhorteth the 


Presbyters of the Epheſian Church in theſe words, Act. 20. 28+ 


« Take heed therefore unto your ſelves, and to all the Flock, over 
& which the Holy Ghoft hath made yon Overfeers &c. From 
hence the Gentleman infers, © that the Church of Epheſus was at 
« this time committed to the ſole care of a Presbytery. This 
is like the reſt of his Inferences. St. Paul its true, exhorts the 


Presbyters to do the Office of Biſhops, (1. e.) of thoſe then cal- 
led-- 


(43) 
| led Biſhops or Overſeers, who denies it: Bur will 1 it thence Ki. 


low,that he commands them toOrdain andGoyera ? ? This was what 
the Author ſhould have proved, wou'd he prove any thing: But 
his Arguments drawn from the Identity of Names to the Identity 
of Offices have been fully confuted in my former Letter. That 
Timothy was a Biſhop of that Place; that he dyed upon his Cure, 
and that he was ſucceeded in his Epiſcopal Authority over that 
Place by ſingle Perſons, all the ancient Records aſſure us. Euſe- 
bius ſays, Lib. 3. C. 4. that Timothy is ſtoried to have been the 
firſt Biſhop of the Province or Dioceſe of Epheſus. In the Apoſto- 
C lical Conſtitutions we are expreſly told, that he wasOrdain'dBiſhop - 
of it by St Paul. Conſt. Apoſt. Lib. 7. C. 47. And the Fathers of 
the Council of Calcedon, including Timothy in the number, reckon 
Twenty ſevenBiſhops of Epheſus to their time. Conc Calced. Acts II. 
So we have as much aſſurance of his being Biſhop of that Co 
as we can have for any matter of Fact whatſoever. 


I Shall not trouble the reader with examining whether Biſhop 
Pearſon's or Mr. Owen's account of the date of the Epiſtles to Th 
mothy be trueſt, becauſe the moſt injudicious reader may plainly ſee 
that the deciſion of that matter, does no way affect my Cauſe, tho 
Biſhop Pearſon's account ſhould be wrong (which no judicious man 
will ſay) for the utmoſt that can be ſaid, is only this, that St. Pau, 
ſent Timothy on ſeveral Meſſages after he was Biſhop of Epheſus. 


T1L1. therefore this Author be able to prove that thePower with 
which Timothy and Titus were veſted by St. Paut, and exerciſed in 
the Churches of Epheſus and Crete, was only Temporary ; till he 

can invalidate the moſt ancient Records of the Church, all which 
unanimouſly agree, that they were fixed and ſettledBiſhops of thoſe 
Places; Till he can prove, that they exerciſed no Power over the 
Presbyters of Crete & Epheſus, I hope, he will grant that theſe in- 
ſtances do utter] y deftroy his Cauſe, that they evidently prove, that 

St. Paul gave all the Eccleſiaſtical Power to ſome, and part of it 
only to others; and that it is ſafer depending on the unanimous 
Con- 
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044) 
conſent of the Primitive Fathers in ſuch a matter of Fact, than 
upon his precarious and groundleſs conjectures. And there is all 
the reaſon in the World to rely on their Teſtimony in this caſe, be- 
cauſe this is a matter of ſimple uncompounded Nature, perfectly 
within their knowledge, not requiring learning or reaſoning, but 
level to all Capacities; a matter in which they might be very ea- 
ſily contradicted had they repreſented it falſely; and a matter in 
which they could not be byaſſed in the firſt Ages, byIntereſt. And 
in theſe there is ſuch a conſtancy and unanimity, that even St. Ferom 
himſelf (who was born near 250 years after the Apoſtles, and is 
the chief Perſon in all that time whom the Presbyterians cite for 
any purpoſe of theirs) traces up Epiſcopacy to the very Apoſtles; 
and makes it of their Inffitution ; and in the very place where he 
moſt exalts Presbyters, he excepts Ordination as a work always pe- 
euliar ro Biſhops. Add to this, that Mr. Baxter could not but own 
thus much at leaſt © that there were fixed Biſhops in ſome Chur- 
© ches in the days of one of the Apoſtles ; that neither the Apoſtles 
nor any one of their Diſciples, nor any Chriſtian or Heretick in 
e the World, ſpoke or wrote a word againſt Epiſcopacy till long 
tt after it was generally ſettled in the Churches. And I challenge 
this Gentleman to inſtance any Chriſtian Church for 1500 years 
without Presbyters and Deacons ſubordinate to their Biſhop ; not- 
withſtanding his extravagant boaſting that the Primitive Fathers 
are all of the fide of the Presbyterian Scheme. ; 


Bor if as he ( very modeſtly ) aſſerts, the Primitive Fathers are 
all of his fide the Queſtion ; it will not ( I hope) be judged imper- 
tinent in me to deſire information in theſe particulars, 

1. WHEN the Epiſcopal Uſurpation began, 

2. Wnzrxe it began, whether in a particular Church, or few 
Churches at firſt ; or all at once thro* the univerſal Church? 

3. Is it began in Particular Churches, how or by what ſteps jy 
made its Progreſs all oyer the Chxiſtian Church? 
4 | 4: WEBTRIS 


(45) 


* 


+ WarTuzx it can be ſuppoſed that che Presbyters then liy- 
ing could be all or moſt of them ignorant of the Powers belonging 
do them by Original Right ? 


5. WHETHER it Can be ſuppoſed that the Presbyters would 
_ willingly and wittingly ſubmit to a reſtraint from ER the 


Powers intruſted with them by God ? 


6. Is they did not willingly, what farce was . made uſe of 
to compel them to it ? 


9. How can it be accounted for, that there ſhould be no menti- 


on of fuller Relation of fo great an 2 to be found in 
Record in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory ? | 


Tus foregoing Particulars ſeem to me to carry in them difficul- 
ties inſuperable ; upon which account, I apply my ſelf to this Gen- 
man as the propereſt Perſon from whom I may expect light and in- 
formation in this very important Affair, from his great intimacy, 
and familiat Correſpondence with the Primitive Fathers. 

wa I receive greater inſight i in this matter, I muſt * 
ably content my ſelf with that Golden Rule of Vincemius Li ivenſis; 
uad Ibig; quod ſemper, quod ab Omnibus creditum eſt, id quidem 
vere oft Catholicam. That which every where, always, and by all 
has been received, muſt needs be a Catholick truth. 


Tuis Author muſt excuſe me if I wholly paſs over his Modern 
Authorities; for could he produce thouſands of greater Names than 
he mentions, I fee not of what importance it wou'd be in the Caſe 
of matter of fact, we muſt not be born down by great Names, in 
a matter which is in them purely Opinion,(which Opinion ſome of 
them upon the moſt exact enquiry have recanted ) and depending 

Hap this Gentleman been a little more inquiſitive, and not 
(depending on the Authority of others) neglected examining the 


Epiſtles of St. Kati an Apoſtolical Father, he might have met 
>a vith 
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(16 
with one, aſſerting the Superiority of Biſhops to Prey. ters 7 
Divine Right. To omit the plain and manifeſt diſtinction he 
makes between them in every one of his Epiſtles; hear what he 


ſays in __ to the Philadelphians l 


« For as many as are of God, and of Jeſus Chriſt, are alſo with 
« their Biſhop ; again there is but one Fleſh, of our Lord Jeſus | 
« Chriſt; and one Cup, in the Unity of his Blood; one Altar; as 
&« alfo there is one Biſhop. . He compares the Biſhop to the Father, 
« in hiszEpiſtle to the Trallians; in his Epiſtle to the Magneſians 
« heexhorts them to reverence the Biſhop according to the Power 
« of God the Father. 


Ay it is the moſt reaſonable thing in the World to ſuppoſe, hs - 
he could not ſpeak of Epiſcopacy as he doth, had he known it to 
have been only the Agreement of Presbyters amongſt themſelves; 
had he knownit to have been anAlteration in the Church, from the 
State in which the Apoſtles left it; as he muſt have done according 
to the conjecture of ſome Modern Writers; And the more highly 
he magnifies it, ſtill the greater Argument its, that he knew it 
to be ſetled by the Apoſtles in the Churches of Chrift, and that 
it was their will it ſhould be rerain'd and eſteemed. It is impoſſible 
he ſhould ſpeak of it as he doth, if he knew, and all the Church then 
knew it, to be a Voluntary prudential compact amongſt the Presby- 
ters. For what could induce him to it? Or what wffuence could 
his high words have upon thoſe who knew as well as himſelf that 
it was juſt then Agreed upon; And had no higher an Original than 
the Conſent of Presbyters, ſo that this wholly deſtioys the ſtrange 
ſuppoſition that a Biſhop was only the chief of the Presbyters. 


Eu x this Author has recourſe to Councils, particularly the fourth 
of Carthage, from whence he quotes ſeveral Canons, A Biſhop 
4 muſt not Ordain any without the Counſel of his Clergy ; He muſt 
hear no Man's Cauſe, unleſs his Clergy be preſent ; otherwiſe the 
:© Biſhops Sentence ſhall be void. Whilſt a Biſhop ſits, he mall 
not ſuffer a Presbyter to ſtand. He muſt know that he is but a 
| * Colleague 


„EEE. Oe ES. oat 


1 


os Colleague of the Gepe — Well! and what then, cbers⸗ 


fore Presbyters can Ordain ; No ſuch thing. Let a Biſhop be Or- 


dain'd by two or three Biſhops, a Prieſt by one Biſhop, and 1 like- 


wiſe a Deacon : ; Apoft. Canon, 1. 1. 


Turs is a very inſtructixe Canon; for here the e Rea- 
der will obſerve the three holy Orders retain d in our Church, diſ- 
tinguiſhed from each other. 2ndly, The Power of Ordination re- 
ſerved to the Biſhop only. To what purpoſe ſhould 1 multiply 
Quotations, the Teſtimonies on this Subject are ſo many, and have 
been ſo often produced by learned 20 it is needleſs to tranſ- 
cribe them, 


Tux Reader would do well to 8 That altho? this Sky 
makes uſe of the Teſtimony of the Fathers, he does it only as 
Argumentum ad hominem, for elſe where he calls them © an ignis 
« fatuus, that will lead a man he knows not whither. Modeſt eno» 
indeed! They ſerve not his purpoſe, and therefore are with Igno- 
miny diſcarded. But let me tell this Gentleman, this is of deſperate 
conſequence with reſpect to all Hiſtorical certainty ; that the univ er- 
fal Teftimony of many ages ſhould be rejected upon ſuch a ſtrange 


ſuppoſition, ſure the Teſtimony of the Primitive F athers may be 
depended on in a ſimple matter offact; perfectly within their Know- 


ledge; and that more eſpecially, ſince it is upon the Teſtimony of 
ancient Writers in all Ages,that we believe the Books of the New. 

Teſtament to have been extant from the Apoſtles days, and to have 
been written by the Apoſtles or by Ferſons approved of them, and 
this indeed ſhould make all good Men the more ſollicitous to eſta⸗ 

bliſh the Credibility of this Teſtimony. Becauſe I fear the Objec- 
tions advanced againſt it will militate as ſtrongly againſt all Hiſtcs 


Tical certainty, and reach farther than they were defi igned, to the 


Prejudice of what ĩs of che laſt importance to the Chriſtian Church. 
I mean the Holy Scriptures. 1 ſhould now proceed to reſcue ſome 
Arguments ( miſerably tortured ! ! ) out of this Gentleman's hands, 


frequently made uſe of in Defence of Epiſcopacy, and and with a 
Ga & 


—— OTE 7 Ak 


(43) 
E furniſhes his Antagoniſt. But theſe Sheets having already 
ſvell'd ro a greater bulk than 1 expected, make me decline it; 
and that ſo much the rather, becanſe I think J have gained my 
Point withoat them, and proved what I propoſed. I cannot how- 
Eyer forbear taking notice of a moſt curiousRemark of this Author's, 
you will find. it page 37th of his Book, Thus he argues, The 
ce Seventy were ſo far from being Presbyters in the Chriſtian 
Church, that they were not ſo much as Members of it. And 
yet in the ſame breath he would equal them with the Apoſtles ; 
I can't help being concerned for this Gentleman, and his critical 
Inſpectors; and ſhall only remind them of Toby 4. 1, 2. When 
therefore the Lord knew how the Phariſees had heard that Jeſus 
made and Baptized more Dilciples than John (tho Jeſus himſelf 
Baptized not but his Diſciples ) What ? Did they Baptize who 
were not themſelves Chriſtians ? I defire to know if they were 
not then Members of the Chriſtian Church,at what time they were. 
initiated. This I leave to theGentleman's more ſerious conſideration, | 


Wuar conſequences follow from what has been ſaid, I leave to 


4 . * 
1 b . s ©. tr I. A 
8 prac, Aya 2 - TIE * 2. : 9 
TOE 0 889 25 12 . i 3 A » 
> 4 3 5 97 7 4; 
* * - 25 


. 
. * * 
* 


Dp 
—_ — fs 
ASE. a br ie - WI: — 1 - 1 r N . — — s — * — _ — — — — 5 — 2 2 2 
3 was © 4 — PADS nr” 7 I => 55 N 
— . — PE « —— YER ot ities Ae . a. ES 45 
—— pe prom — - — _ _ — 
ade. 


r 


233 
—— > 


5 
3.5 

YR 
Ma 


88 all ro determine for themſelves ; yet I think I may fafely conclude, 
5 0 bi that a ſetled Diſtinction betweon the Offices of Biſhops ( peculiarly 
f 5 *f ſo called ) and Prosbyters, is founded upon the will of the Apoſtles : 
#0 particularly, that the Right of Ordination, by their will, belongs to 
| | ; | Biſhaps, & was never deſigned by them to be entruſted to Pesbyters. 
h Byr I have ſtill an account to make up with this Advocate, which 


1 | | is the next thing to be conſidered, and my laſt Propoſition. viz, 

That ſuppoſing all the Arguments urged by this Gentleman in De- 
fence of Presbyterian Ordination, were incodteſtably true, yet Mo- 
dern Presbyterian Ordination muſt be null and void. 


„ 4 | T'is tao well known to require Proof, That the true ſtate of the 
„ Ouontroverſy between us and the Presbyterians depends upon the 
bY 4 0 fate of the Miniſterial Office at the time of the Reformation; and 
1 dat whoſoever would jadg ge ang of the Values ty or r Invalidir of 
5 * 
„ 0 | 
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{ what 25 hoop ever Lance the Reformation, called.) 8 
Ordination, muſt in the firſt Place duly inform himſelf, in w 
ſenſe the word Presbyters was taken at the time of the ſaid Refor- 
mation, what Order of the Miniſtry was then diſtinguiſhed or known 
by that Name, atid with what Miniſterial Power thoſe then called. 
Presbyters were inveſted by virtue of the Ordination they them- | 
ſelves had received. The Queſtion is not, Whether ſuch as were 
| called Presbyters in the times of the New Teſtament, had thePower 
of Ordination; but the Queſtion we are concerned about is this, 
Whether ſuch as were called Presbyters at the time of the Refor- 
mation, had the Power of Ordination. All Presbyterian Writers 
acknowledge, that at, and for ſome Hundred Years before the 
Reformation, the Diſtinction of the three Miniſterial Orders, as 
they now ſtand in the Church of England, had obtain'd in all parts 
of the Chriſtian World: And that according to this Diſtinction, 
as thoſe of the uppermoſt Order of the three, were at, and fome 
hundred Years before the Reformation alone ſtiled Biſhops, and 
were alone inveſted with the Power of Ordination ; ſo the name of 
Presbyters was at, and during the ſame Period, applyed only to 
' thoſe that were of the Second Miniſterial Order, and fo Inferior to 
\ Biſhops, and conſequently not inveſted with the Power of Ordina- 
tion. Since then it has been obſerved already, that the Queſtion 
in Debate is, Whether ſuch as were ſtiled Presbyters at the time of 
the Reformation had the Power of Ordination; and ſince tis as-cer- 
tain as any thing can be made by the univerſal Conſent of Eccleſi- 
aſtical Hiſtory, & ſince tis hereupon no other than what is acknow- 
ledged by the Le arnedMen of their own Perſwaſi on,that the name 
of Presbyters did, at, and for ſome hundred Years before the Re- 
formation, denote only ſuch Miniſters, as were Inferior to Biſhops ; 
and were never inveſted with the Power of Ordination: Hence it 
clearly follows, that the true ſtate of the Queſtion controverted by 
us, is in ſhort this, ud. Whether a Perſon in Holy Orders, tho 
never ele ET. with the Power of Ordination, can neverthe- 
leſs 
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Teſs be truly Laid to have the juſt Pou er of Ordination, or (Which 
comes to the ſame ) can nevertheleſs duly and rightly take upon 


t him to give Ordination to others. 


| Now the Queſtion being thus truly and plainly ſtated, on which 
fide of it the truth lies, ſeems to be ſo clear, as to be in a manner 
ſelf-evident. For common reaſon teaches us, that no one can duly 


act beyond the Commiſſion he receives; or beyond that degree of 


authority, he has been inveſted. And if ſo, then it /ollows,that ſuch 
Presbyters as are concerned in thisControverſy, could not duly Or- 
dain, fince they were never inveſted with the Power of Ordination; 
and conſequently, that by taking upon them to Cr4ain, they acied 
deyond that Miniſterial Commiſſion they had received, or beyond 


that degree of Miniſterial Authority, wherewith they had been 


inveſted; and therefore acted unduly and unwarrantably. | 


To the teſtimony of common Reaſon may be added the greater 
and more weighty teſtimony of Revelation. As therefore St. Pari 
argues in Rom. 10. 5. How can they Preach, except they be ſent, 
namely to Preach ? So it is to be argued in this caſe, how can 
they Ordain, except they be ſent, namely to Ordain. - 


Bur there ſeems to be no occaſion to inſiſt on the Teſtimony 
either of Reaſon or Revelation, ſince what they are brought to 
prove in the Caſe before us, is granted (if not expreſly, yet in effect) 
by the Party themſelves. For whilſt they go about to juſtify- the 
validity of Presbyterian Ordination, by endeavouring to ſhew that 
the Presbyters in the New Teſtament were inveſted with Apoſtoli- 

cal Authority, as to the permanent and ſtanding parts of the A- 
poſtolical Office, and conſequently were inveſted with the power 
of Ordination; they do implicitly or in effect grant & acknowlege 
the main Point, that the Church of England requires to be granted, 
viz. That no one can duly or rightfully Ordain, without being him- 
ſelf firſt duly inveſted with the Apoſtolical Power of Ordination. 
And tho? it be certainly true, that ſuch as are inveſted with the 
full extent of ſtanding Apoſtolical Power, are inveſted with the 

Power 


19 


6 bs 
Pines of Ordination ; and tho' it mould be true, 5 thoſe called 
Presbyters'in the' New Teſtament, were thus inveſted wich the 


fall extent of the ſtanding Apoſtolical Power; yet both theſe do 
not ava il any thing towards the juſtification of the Presbyterian 
Cauſe; foraſmuch, as what has been ever ſince the Reformation 
called Presbyterian Ordination, was at firſt brought up, & has been 


ever ſince continued, by ſucli Presbyters as were never themſelves 


inveſted with the Apoſtolical Power of Ordination; and conſee 


Ap thus I have tia 8 a natural and clear method, chat 
the presbyterian Ordination, which has been practiſed ſince the Re- N 
formation, and which alone is concerned in the Controverſy be- 


tween the Church of Enpland and that Party, is by no meag. va- 
lid and ſufficient to Authorize any one to take upon him the & exer- 
ciſe of any part of the Miniſterial Office. 


THz1R ridiculous pretenſions to regular Miſſion by Succeſſion ; 


would naturally tempt a Man to ſome little Merriments : Becauſe 
were we to trace the Ordination of the preſent Presbyterian or In- 


dependant Teachers about One Hundred Vears backward, we ſhould | 


find it derived from meer Lay-men, and all their regular Succeſſion 
probably terminate, in. ſome gifted Mecanicks, among the Sepa- 
ratiſts, formerly known by the name of Browniſts. And indeed 
the firſt Nonconformiſts, ( as they ſtood diſtinguiſhed from the 
Brovniſts ) were ſo far from pretending to, or excrcifing ſuch a 
Power, that they pronounced the Miniſtry of the Church of Eng- 
% Jand a lawful Miniſtry, charging thoſe who ſeparated from it as 
© onilty of a ſhameful and odious Schiſm, See Anſwer to 
Ainſworth, Preface 17. See more in Biſhop Stifinefleet's unreaſo- 
nableneſs of Separation, Part I. 


Tur caſe being thus, the Nonentity of theſe unhappy. People's 
Church, appears upon a double account: Firſt, as wanting a Mi- 
niſtry, which the Apoſtles make one of the Conſtitutive parts of '2 
Church, they being appointed for the edifying the Body of Chriſt 
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| ll bs : £ And Secondly, as wanting the. due reaching of the ut World, and 
| Mx right Adminiſtration of the Sacramints, which make the 3 
3 parts of a Church. 80 that che d erent between us, and lie, * 


8 besann, (as this chari- 1 


People, is not barely a difference in 
'>. table Gentleman would infinuate ) bur a 1 or no kee. 


* 


| * Church or no Church. | 5 
r inferehces of n ſevere aſpect and barſh ſound, b. 

| 3 turally to reſult from what has been here laid down; which, 0. 

; | = Hot<aſily confuted, and maintained dy very learned & pious Men 2- 

; | 7 BM yet out of meer pity, I wou'd not eagerly embrace : But in Points - 
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2 % So 


f „ - of ſuch conſequence, I think the Clergy of the Church ef England 
ity a mould beware how they ſooth and flatter People in their Errors; 
; dis a. ſtrange ſort of Charity to do it. The blood that will be re- 

quire@ & their hands by God himſelf, för thoſe whom their un- 

warranted ſilence (whether © it-conſifts in admoniſnment, reproof, or 
0 > rebuke) has ſuffered to periſh, will Iadly convince, (J fear) too many, 
bar che Doctrine, of Chriſt arè not to be trifled with. May the 
. God of all Grace gable ach as Watch for our Souls to be ſtedfaſt, 
imironeable, alwaþ$8baunding i in the work of the Lord; to be nei- 
ther intimidated nor flattered from their duty, fince we know that 
their Labour will not be in vain, and in due time they mall reap» AÞ: 
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